| Ave. 22, 1857. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


741 








To Susscrisers.—Subseribers desiring to receive their copies 

post free are requested to forward the amount of their sub- 

. scription (£2 8s. for the first year, including the WEEKLY 

ReporteER from the 8th of November last) by Post-office order 

or otherwise, payable to the Secretary of the Company, Mr. 
WituiaAm SHAEN. 


To Non-SuBscripErs.—Gentlemen who desire to be supplied 
with the future numbers of this paper are requested to send 
their orders to the Office of the Company, 13, Carey-street, 
Lincoln's Inn, London, W. C. 


*.* It ts particularly requested that any error or delay in the 
transmission of this Journal to Subscribers may be immediately 
communicated to the Editor. 





ee 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


ae eee 


LONDON, AUGUST 22, 1857. 








LEGAL FRUITS OF THE SESSION. 


The determination of Lord Palmerston, and the skill 
and energy of the Attorney-General, have secured a 
larger crop of measures for the amendment of the law 
than we had ventured to hope for only a few weeks ago. 
The difficulties which were anticipated in dealing with 
the proctors’ compensation have not been allowed to 
defeat the long-desired reform of the Ecclesiastical 
Courts; and, although some exception may be taken to 
the price paid for the improvement of the Probate 
jurisdiction, it is impossible to doubt, that, even in a 

uniary sense, there will be some immediate and a 
ine prospective gain to the public; while the mono- 

ly which ousted the profession from testamentary 
tisiness is, at the same time, abolished, and the con- 
flicts of a multitude of limited jurisdictions are swept 
away for ever. Assuming that due care is exercised in 
the appointments to local offices under the new Act, 
we see no reason to doubt the wisdom of the amend- 
ments by which the proposed pecuniary limit on their 

wers has been removed ; and we cannot help observ- 
ing that the argument derived from the assumed ineffi- 
ciency of local courts seems to have lost all its influence 
on the minds of Ministers from the moment when they 
found that the consent of the proctors was not to be 
bought by the partial monopoly which, in defiance of 
all principle and common sense, it was originally pro- 

ed to continue in their favour. Of the two courses, 
it is undoubtedly better policy to pay them off in hard 
cash, than to cripple the machinery of the new courts 
page any trace of the old exclusive system. 

e are, therefore, not only rejoiced that the Ecclesias- 
tical Courts have been abolished on any terms, but we 
are disposed to prefer the bargain which has now been 
concluded to that which the Attorney-General origi- 
nally offered. 

The other branch of ecclesiastical jurisdiction with 
which Parliament has dealt has also been committed 
toa satisfactory and open court. It would carry us 
beyond our special class of subjects to discuss the 
peiples by which Parliament has been guided in 

termining the conditions under which divorce or judi- 
tial separation may henceforth be obtained ; but, so far 
as the constitution and procedure of the proposed 
court is concerned, we have every reason to be con- 
tent. The settlement of disputed questions of fact 
by the aid of a jury trial, either before the court itself 
or on circuit, as the nature of each case may render 
most convenient, is the only sound basis which could be 
adopted ; and the boon of local jurisdiction in separation 
cases, involving of course the grant of alimony, will 
add greatly to the efficiency of the procedure. The 
final compromise between the different tribunals sug- 





gested for the purpose is perhaps the best of which the 
case admitted ; and, by giving a concurrent jurisdiction 
to the justices and others named in the Commission of 
Assize, with the Chairmen of Quarter Sessions, an 
opportunity will be afforded for testing by actual expe- 
rience the comparative advantages of the two courts. 
After a short time, there can be little doubt, that 
whichever may be found the most convenient and satis- 
factory tribunal will absorb the whole local business, 
and the doubts which it was difficult to decide & priori 
will thus eventually solve themselves. Nor ought we 
to omit, in our enumeration of the benefits which the 
measure will confer, that the business both of the 
central and the local divorce courts will be open to the 
whole body of legal practitioners, instead of being con- 
fined, as heretofore, to a privileged class. 

The Act for the prevention of fraudulent breaches of 
trust has finally passed, with some improvement in its 
phraseology, and in certain minor provisions, but with- 
out any change to affect the large and comprehensive 
principle on which it was originally framed. The panic 
at first excited by the proposition to add the chance of 
a criminal prosecution to the other unenviable liabilities 
of private tiustees has already shown symptoms of sub- 
sidence, and we believe that a very little reflection will 
convince all honest trustees that they cannot possibly be 
annoyed by proceedings which can only be instituted 
when the Attorney-General has first been satisfied that 
there has been, not an ordinary irregularity, but a 
breach of trust “‘ with intent to defraud.” 

That the Insolvent Joint-Stock Companies Bill will 
prevent in future oppressive proceedings such as those 
by which the shareholders in the Royal British Bank 
were victimised, there can be no question; though we 
should have been better satisfied with the measure, if it 
had removed entirely the conflict of jurisdiction be- 
tween Lincoln’s-inn and Basinghall-street, instead of 
giving the prize to the court which establishes its title 
by superior diligence. The Act, in fact, bears marks of 
having been framed in haste to patch up the affairs of 
the two insolvent banks, instead of providing ade- 
quately against the recurrence of similar evils in future ; 
and we shall not be surprised to find, that, in some 
future session, it will be found necessary to introduce a 
Bill to amend the Act of 1857, by assimilating the mode 
of winding up banks and other companies, founded on 
the basis of unlimited liability, to that which was 
a in the recent statute, by which the privilege of 
trading with limited liability was conferred. Except in 
the amount of the calls which may have to be made, 
there is no distinction, so far as winding up is con- 
cerned, between the position of limited and unlimited 
companies, and we see no reason why precisely the 
same machinery should not be applied to both. 

While we notice with satisfaction the majority of the 
Acts which have been passed, we cannot help regretting 
the postponement or withdrawal of bills on other legal 
subjects of not less importance. We do not, however, ex- 
tend our regret to the so-called Consolidation Bills 
which were introduced on the authority of the Statute 
Law Commissioners. Until the Commission contrives 
to gain a much larger share of public confidence than, 
as at present constituted, it either enjoys or is likely to 
enjoy, it will never pass a single Bill. Consolidation 
Bills, if they are to be enacted on a large scale, must 
be taken in great part on trust; and, in order that this 
trust may be reposed, the framers must be men on 
whom Parliament can rely, not only for skill in the 
performance of their duty, but for a conscientious de- 
termination not to transgress the limits assigned to 
them. It is enough to say that this is not the feeling 
with which the public is inclined to regard the Commis- 
sion as a whole, whatever may be the respect felt for 
the majority of the members of which it is composed. ° 

The most serious omission of the Government is the 
neglect to prepare a Bill to test the practicability of the 
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suggestions made by the Registration Commissioners. 
It was intimated that this would be done by the At- 
torney-General before the prorogation ; and, although 
hasty legislation was neither desirable nor possible, it 
would have greatly conduced to the ultimate settlement 
of the question if the views of the Government had 
been thus early embodied in a Bill, for the consideration 
of the profession during the recess. 

Upon the whole, the Session of 1857, short as it is, 
deserves to be ranked among the most fruitful in the 
matter of law reform. We hope that the ability of 
the Attorney-General will be devoted to the same sub- 
ject in another year, with no abatement of zeal; and 
that, among the measures to be introduced, a Bill for 
the completion of the Chancery Reform commenced in 
1852 will not be the last to be thought of. 


<> 
ae 


THE REPORT ON JUDICIAL BUSINESS. 


We republished last week, from a contemporary, a 
summary of the recommendations of the Common Law 
Commissioners upon the maintenance of the existing 
number of judges, and the redistribution of the circuits. 
The Report itself is now before us. It contains, of 
course, a considerable number of details of which the 
interest is chiefly local ; but it incidentally touches upon 
many matters which no member of the profession can 
regard with indifference. 

The first point to which the Commissioners direct 
their attention is the question, whether the number of 
common law judges can be safely diminished? and they 
are unanimous in maintaining the negative. Indeed, 
we cannot imagine how any one practically acquainted 
with the administration of justice can think otherwise. 
There has been much ignorant and foolish talk about 
the degree in which the establishment of county courts 
and the progress of law reform has diminished the busi- 
ness of the higher tribunals; but the evidence given in 
the Blue Book before us conclusively proves that the 
natural consequences which might have been expected 
to follow from the increased wealth and commerce of 
the country have, in fact, taken place. Little potter- 
ing actions about petty trespasses and so forth have, 
no doubt, greatly diminished in number; and a vast 
quantity of matters of form and of course which used 
to be transacted in open court, have given place to 
a more rational procedure. The Superior Courts have 
also been freed, to a great extent, from the drudgery of 
hearing undefended causes. Questions incident to a 
more primitive state of society—such as disputes about 
territorial rights, boundaries, rights of way, the enjoy- 
ment of watercourses, and so forth—have been toa very 
great extent exhausted ; and the political prosecutions, 
which formerly found so much employment for the 
Crown side of the Queen’s Bench, have disappeared. 
This is one side of the question; but, on the other 
hand, the really substantial and important business has 
greatly increased. Causes are heard far more fully, 
and yet business is despatched much more quickly than 
was formerly the case. ‘‘ Lord Campbell,” says Baron 
Martin, ‘‘ must recollect when there were hundreds of re- 
manets in the Queen’s Bench.” There are very few now. 
The late Mr. Lavie says, that, in old times, ‘there was 
a complete monopoly in the Court of Queen’s Bench. 
There was very little done comparatively in the Court 
of Common Pleas, and nothing at all in the Court of 
Exchequer. The whole of the business was then in 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, and it was two years 
before causes were tried.” When Mr. Lavie first 
practised there was no Nisi Prius business in the 
Court of Exchequer, and, except when the Chief 
Baron or other judges sat in equity, they had ver 
little to do. “I recollect the first civil cause whic 
was ever tried in the Court of Exchequer.” Not- 
withstanding the cessation of political prosecutions, 








the business on the Crown side of the Queen’s Bench 
has largely increased. Rating cases, and similar 
matters which are really civil, though the Crown is 
nominally a party, more than supply the gap left by 
the absence of ex officio informations. 

If any doubt could remain as to the impolicy of di- 
minishing the number of judges, Baron Bramwell’s 
evidence would put anendto it. His opinion is given in 
a most amusing and characteristic manner. He shows, by 
a careful calculation, that, independently of the long 
vacation, which to a judge may be, on an average, two 
months, he has forty-four days in which he does not dis- 
charge any duties in public; and he argues, with irre- 
sistible humour, that this is not too much for a man 
who has to read all the reports, to write judgments, to 
get up his special papers and paper books in cases of 
error, and so forth. His Lordship enters into an 
elaborate argument to prove that it is desirable that a 
judge should decide right, combating, apparently, a 
vulgar notion that it does not much matter how he de- 
cides. ‘I think it really is of the greatest importance 
that one should not be hurried in that particular matter” 
(writing judgments), ‘‘ because, in the first place, you 
have to decide between the particular parties; and the 
result of a wrong decision is, that you give to one man 
what belongs to another.” Secondly, ‘‘the losing 
party is never satisfied; but if he thought that he not 
only had had injustice done him, but that that injustice 
was attributable to the haste or indifference of the 
judge, just consider how much greater his dissatisfac- 
tion would be.” Thirdly, you lay down a bad precedent 
by a wrong decision; and though the common impres- 
sion is, apparently, that it does not much matter how 
you decide so long as something is decided, Baron 
Bramwell holds the singular theory that right decisions 
are better than wrong ones. His reason for this 

eculiar view is, that a bad decision causes so much 
itigation :—‘* Attempts are made to distinguish other 
cases; so that at length the case gets nibbled and 
carped at, and shaken, till, somehow, it is gone.” Then 
a judge ought to read the Reports. ‘As Isaid before, I 
cannot read them without consuming time in reading 
them. I am almost reluctant to call it a labour, be- 
cause, as I have said, it is more often to me an amuse- 
ment than anything else ; but if it were not an amuse- 
ment, I should still have it to do. No doubt, if’ it were 
not there to be done, one could not do it. So that, in that 
sense, it may be said that a multiplicity of reports causes 
an additional amount of occupation.” In short, the 
Baron works from morning to night, and we are much 
afraid seven days in the week. ‘I do not want to 
trouble the Commission with personal details, but I can 
undertake to tell them that I very often work, certainly 
as often as not, and am obliged to work, after I have 
come out of court, and after I have had my dinner. I 
work in the evening, in short ; and at other times which 
one need not more particularly name, but which are not in- 
cluded in any of the days which are here mentioned.” A 
deputation from Exeter Hall should wait on his Lord- 
ship without further delay. 

The alterations suggested in the distribution of the 
circuits are not very extensive, nor, with some excep- 
tions, are they of great importance. It is proposed to 
add York to the Midland, and Warwick to the Oxford 
Circuit. Hereford and Shrewsbury are to be given to 
the North and South Wales Circuits; two judges 
going to Cardiff and Swansea, where they are, we 
suppose, to separate, and complete the Welsh Circuits 
as at present, meeting at Chester. Manchester is to 
have a separate assize ; and there is a division of opinion 
upon the question whether or not Birmingham should 
also have an assize of its own. These suggestions 
seem to us reasonable enough, and we feel that the 
claim of Manchester to a separate assize is stated with 
irresistible force by the Commissioners, whose re- 
commendation will, we trust, be acted upon without 
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delay. It is singular that no evidence was given upon 
the subject of the remodelling of the circuits as distin- 
guished from the question of the claims of particular 
towns. The Northern, Midland, and Oxford Circuits 
have all been more or less altered without the examina- 
tion of a single witness about the wishes or convenience 
of any branch of the legal profession. We do not say 
that such considerations are by any means the most 
important, but they might have been stated. 


»~s 


Legal Netos, 


COMMITTEE FOR PRIVILEGES. 
Tne GREAT SuREwsBurY CaAse.—HovseE or Lorps, Aug. 14. 
(Continued from p. 725.) 

The Attorney-General observed, that, without reference to the 
deeds of 1700 and 1718, he was of opinion that there was proof 
that Sir John of Grafton was the eldest son of Sir John of 
Albrighton. The will of that person stated that he had three 
sons, and other documents had been put in in which other chil- 
dren were mentioned, and the inscription on the tombstone at 
Bromsgrove had not been satisfactorily deciphered. This was a 
material point, as the authenticity of the tomb was not denied, 
and it might happen that other male issue of that marriage 
might be discovered. The deeds of 1700 and 1718 did not 
clear up this point, and he thought there ought to be delay in 
order to ascertain more satisfactorily the inscription on the 
tombstone. It was then suggested that John of Grafton had a 
son, named Gilbert, besides those which had been found in the 
pedigree before the House, and although that person was men- 
tioned in a deed of settlement executed in the lifetime of 
Gilbert, yet he was not mentioned in a patent of precedence 
granted to the youngest son of the Earl; and the inference, 
therefore, was that he was dead when it was granted, and most 
probably unmarried. With regard to the legitimacy of John 
of Salwarp, every attempt to prove him illegitimate had failed. 
Sherrington of Rudge had three sons who were stated to have 
died without issue, and the youngest of them, Thomas, was not 
mentioned in the Benefactors’ Book; but it was shown only 
yesterday that he had ason called Sherrington, who married 
Sarah Squire, and had issue a son and a daughter, and this cir- 
cumstance showed the necessity of delay for further inquiry ; 
especially as it appeared that Thomas was in indigent circum- 
stances, and an outcast from the family, and so might have 
been probably left out of the pedigree. The next person of 
importance was Charles, the brother of Sir John of Lacock, 
who was stated to have died without issue; but it appeared that 
he left a will, in which he left certain property to his son Gilbert. 
This Charles was most probably the one named in the Talbot 
pedigree. He next came to another brother, as he was called, 
of Sir John of Lacock, whose name was Gilbert; and with 
reference to this point there was so much difficulty, that, on the 
part of the Crown, he must urge delay for the purpose of inquiry. 
The birth of this Gilbert had been proved, as well as his mar- 
riage with Ann Hythe, in 1686, and it was urged that he was 
a descendant of a junior branch of the Talbot family. Thus 
two Gilberts were shown to have existed at the same time; but 
both sides claimed the Gilbert who married Ann Hythe. With 
regard to the settlement of 1718, that might either confirm or 
throw doubt on the pedigree. There were two points on which 
he had no doubt; and that was, that William of Whittington 
was the father of the Bishop of Durham, and that the bishop 
was married, and that his son Charles, afterwards Lord Chan- 
cellor, who was the ancestor of the claimant, was legitimate. 
As regarded the settlement of 1718, he was of opinion that the 
Duke of Shrewsbury recognised the bishop as a kinsman ; yet 
it did not appear in what relation he stood to the Duke, and 
especially with reference to the title. The committee of that 
House in 1718 were evidently not satisfied with the statement 
of the bishop with regard to the state of the family, and they 
left the pedigree open. As the bishop had not satisfactorily 
proved his pedigree to the Duke of Shrewsbury or to the com- 
mittee, he was of opinion that every possible opportunity ought 
to be given for acquiring further information before their Lord- 
ships decided this case. 

Lord CAMPBELL.—Do you, on the part of the Crown, propose to 
institute further inquiries, and ask for time to do so ? 

The Attorney-General.—I ask for time for that purpose, and 
I shall make a report to that effect in the proper quarter. 








The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, that what the House had to 
consider was, whether Lord Talbot had made out his claim, and 
not whether there were any other persons who might be dis- 
covered, and who might be claimants. 

Lord Sr. Leonarps said, he thought the course adopted by 
the Attorney-General was unusual. 

Lord REepEspALE said, he did not remember any other in- 
stance of the kind. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE said, there was no precedent for the 
Crown taking an active part in such an inquiry as the present. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said he never heard of the Crown’s 
investigating any case of a claim to a peerage. 

The Attorney-General said, he must leave the matter in the 
discretion of the House. 

After some consultation among their Lordships, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, that this important case had 
been most elaborately argued ; but all the House had to decide 
was, whether the claim of Earl Talbot to the title of Earl of 
Shrewsbury had been made out; for with the question of the 
large estates attached to the earldom they had nothing to do. 
However anxious he might be to decide the question before the 
House as quickly as possible, he did not think that it would be 
doing justice to the parties concerned if they did not take time 
to consider their decision; and he should, therefore, move to 
adjourn the case sine die—that was until the next session of 
Parliament. 

The further consideration of the case was therefore adjourned 
sine die. 


Tue Hraptey PeerAGeE—Hovuse or Lorps, Aug. 20. 


Mr. Fleming, as counsel for Lord Headley, supported the 
claim of Lord Headley to vote at the election of representative 
peers for Ireland. He stated that the first creation of a Baron 
Headley was in November, 1797, when Sir George Alison Wynn, 
a Baronet and a Baron of the Exchequer in Scotland, was, by 
letters patent, created Baron Headley of Aghadoe, in the king- 
dom of Ireland. That noble lord had two sons by his second 
wife—one the second Lord Headley, who succeeded to the title 
in 1798, and a second son, Mark, whose third son, Charles, was 
now Lord Headley. - 

The Lorp{Cuancettor thought the evidence sufficient, and 
moved the committee that Lord Headley had made out his 
claim. : 

The claim was accordingly allowed. 

It is understood that this is the last peerage case or appeal 
to be heard during the present session. Two appeals, Burrowes 
v. Gore and Hooper v. Lane, remain undecided. In the first, 
the Law Lords who heard it differ on some minor details ; and, in 
the second, there is a difficulty in consequence of the ten judges 
who attended to advise their Lordships being equally divided in 
their opinions. Their Lordships have, however, heard and de- 
cided thirteen English and Scotch appeals during this short 
session, notwithstanding the interposition of the protracted 
Shrewsbury case and many divorce bills. 








A very interesting point as to the responsibility of a wife in 
cases of manslaughter, where she has acted in co-operation with 
her husband, was raised at the Liverpool assizes before Mr. 
Baron Watson. 

James Turner and Elizabeth his wife were indicted for having, 
at Manchester, on the 29th of June last, killed Jane Schofield. 
Mr. C. H. Hopwood conducted the prosecution; Mr. Wheeler 
defended the prisoners. It appeared from the evidence that the 
female prisoner, in company with her husband, seized the 
deceased, with whom they had been quarrelling, by the hair 
with one hand, and struck her about the face and head with the 
other. The male prisoner also struck the deceased a blow on 
the eye, which knocked her to the ground. He also held the 
door, while he at the same time encouraged his wife to pommel 
her. From the injuries received on this occasion deceased died 
on the following Saturday. His Lordship wished to know 
from the prosecuting counsel why the female prisoner was 
included in the charge? Both at common law and even from 
the evidence he thought the wife was not responsible, inasmuch 
as she would be presumed to have acted under the coercion of 
her husband. Mr. Hopwood contended that manslaughter was 
in the same category as murder, where the privilege was not 
allowed. He cited as express authority 1 Hale, 435, and 
referred to “ Reg. v. Cruse” (8 Carr. & Payne), 1 Russ. 18-25 
It became unnecessary to decide the point, as witnesses for the 
defence werecalled to contradict the evidence for the prosecu- 
tion; and the jury gave a verdict of Acquittal as to both pri- 
soners. 
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An instance of the great encouragement given to embezzle- 
ment by the carelessness of the heads of large establishments, 
in not properly checking their pass-books, is furnished in the 
case of Thomas Lings, tried at the Liverpool assizes. The 
prisoner was a cashier in the service of Messrs. Kershaw, Leese, 
& Sidebottom, merchants, of Manchester, and he contrived in 
a short time to embezzle no less a sum than £8,000. He was 
tried, however, on a charge of embezzlement of £2,000. The 
time for taking stock at Messrs. Kershaw & Co.’s (Dec. 28) 
did not correspond with the time at which the bankers balanced 
up the pass-book and returned it, the pass-book not being re- 
turned until the 31st of December. Thus there was a period of 
three days, during which any person who chose, and had access 
to the books, could make an entry which might conceal any 
deficiency existing in the bankers’ pass-book. When business 
is conducted so loosely, it would only be by comparing the cash 
payment book, and the date of payment into the bank with 
the bankers’ pass-book, and the date of receipt by the bank, 
that the fraud could have been detected. The jury found the 
prisoner guilty. Sentence deferred. 





The popular notion which long prevailed, that if a clerk debited 
himself with the sums of money he abstracted from his master, he 
was not criminally liable, is gradually being corrected. A case in 
point occurred in the course of the week at the Central Criminal 
Court. Frederick Gardner was indicted for embezzlement. The 
prisoner was in the service of a gentleman named Spencer, who 
carries on the business of a waterproofer in the City of London, 
and his salary was £3 per week. He left his employer's service, 
and at this time it would appear that no suspicion was enter- 
tained of his honesty ; but very shortly afterwards the prisoner 
sent a solicitor to the prosecutor, and informed him that he had 
for a considerable time been in the habit of embezzling money, 
and a number of I O U’s in the prisoner's handwriting were 
found in the cash-box, and it turned out that every time the 
prisoner had taken his master’s money he placed an I O U in 
the cash-box for the sum he had taken. It also appeared that 
the prisoner had effected an insurance upon his life for the total 
amount he had abstracted. 

The Prosecutor recommended the prisoner to the merciful 
consideration of the Court; and he was sentenced to be im- 
prisoned and kept to hard labour for six calendar months. 





A question as to the limitation of time in judgment debts was 
raised on Tuesday in the Lambeth County Court, in a judgment 
summons case, Baylis vy. Broadbridge. An order for payment of 
a debt had been obtained more than six years ago, and the 
plaintiff now appeared on a judgment summons which he had 
obtained against the defendant. His Honour said, that, unless 
there had been a payment within twelve months on a judgment 
obtained more than six years ago, there could be no further 
order unless by leave of the judge. The leaving of the discre- 
tion with the judge, he considered, meant where there were some 
special grounds stated, and as there were none in this case he 
should make no further order. Plaintiffs in all cases should 
pursue the original orders, and not allow cases to stand for such 
periods as six years. 

HOME CIRCUIT.—Croypon, Aug. 14. 
(Before the Lorp Cu1er Baron and Special Juries.) 
Lambert v. Sidebottom. 

This was an interpleader action, the question in dis- 
pute being whether a bill of sale, executed by one James 
Adkins to the plaintiff, was a valid instrument, or whether it 
was executed fraudulently, in order to defeat a judgment that 
had been obtained by the defendant against Adkins. 

Mr. Bovill, Q.C., and Mr. Needham were counsel for the 
plaintiff; Mr. £. James, Q.C., Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, and Mr. 
Hawkins were for the defendant. 

The present action arose out of the following circumstances : 
In June last the defendant, who is a gentleman of fortune, 
brought an action in the Court of Queen’s Bench against Adkins, 
who was the keeper of a gambling-house at the west end of the 
town, called the Berkeley Club House, to recover a sum of 
£6,500, which he alleged to have been won from him at hazard 
by means of false dice. Upon that occasion he clearly estab- 
lished that he had been plundered at the house, and Sir F. 
Kelly, who appeared for the defendant Adkins, consented to a 
verdict for the sum sought to be recovered. Judgment was 
subsequently entered up, and execution was granted; but upon 
the sheriff going to seize the property of Adkins, who occupied 
a house at Brompton, called Wintersoll House, and the furni- 
ture contained in it, the present plaintiff claimed a right to the 








whole of the property under a bill of sale; and the question now 
to be decided was, whether this was a valid instrument or not. 
The lease and furniture of the house were valued at £1,300. 

Mr. James, on behalf of the defendant, said he would not 
attempt to deny that a regular bill of sale had been executed, 
and that all the accompanying formalities had been gone 
through; but the whole proceedings were a sham and a trick to 
cheat Mr. Sidebottom, and prevent him from receiving any 
benefit from the verdict he had obtained against Adkins. 

The Cuter Baron summed up, and the jury, after a very 
short deliberation, returned a verdict for the defendant. 





OXFORD CIRCUIT.—Guoucuster, Aug. 14. 
(Before Mr. Baron Martin and a Special Jury.) 
Haddock and Another vy. Lewis and Another. 

This case, which it will be in the recollection of our readers 
we reported last week, was an action brought to try the validity 
of a will. Mr. James Knight Smith, solicitor, at Newnham, 
drew up the will. One moiety of the property was left to a 
Mrs. Elliott, an old lady of 66, who was Mr. Smith’s mother- 
in-law. The other moiety was left to Sarah Lewis, the testator’s 
first cousin. The property at stake was very considerable. 

Mr. Baron Martin left it to the jury to say, whether, at the 
time the deceased signed the paper of the 14th of April, 1855, 
she was in a sound and disposing state of mind, and whether 
the paper in question contained her will. 

The jury retired to consider their verdict, and were absent 
several hours. At length they sent a note to the learned judge, 
putting to him this question, whether the following constituted 
a sound and disposing mind—viz. “If the testatrix knew that 
she was signing the will, and giving away her property.” 

His Lordship thereupon sent for the jury into court, and, 
after reading over the question submitted to him, said that 
abstractedly that would be a sound and disposing state of 
mind; but, looking at the entirety of the evidence in this case, 
his Lordship said, the jury must be satisfied that the disposition 
of the property was according to the will and intention of Mrs. 
Higgins. The jury ought to find their verdict for the defend- 
ants if they thought Mrs. Higgins had signed the will in a 
sound and disposing state of mind, and they were satisfied upon 
the evidence that it was her will and the intention of mind to 
dispose of her property as was expressed in the will. But, his 
Lordship added, he was not aware that such a case as the pre- 
sent had ever occurred before; and he then directed the jury, 
that, if Mrs. Higgins was of a sound and disposing mind, and 
meant Mrs. Lewis to have one moiety of her property, but had 
no intention that the other moiety should go to Mrs. Elliott, 
they ought to find a verdict for the plaintiff as to one moiety. 

The jury, without hesitation, acted on this suggestion, and 
found their verdict for the plaintiff (the heir-at-law) as to one 
moiety of the property. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY.—Aug. 14. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Fane.) 
In re Humphrey Brown. 

This was a meeting for the proof of debts and choice of as- 
signees. The bankrupt was brought up in custody. 

The preliminary statement furnished to the official assignee 
discloses the following particulars :— 

Total amount of creditors unsecured, 3,4107. 5s. ; liabilities, 
£4,900; creditors holding security :—Mr. R. J. Cabbell, £554 ; 
the Gloucestershire Banking Company, £10,277 ; Mr. Lindsay, 
Stroud, £700; Mr. Long, Cheltenham, £2,600; Mr. Minet, 
Overbury, £3,100; Mr. Payne, Strood, £2,500; Ridlaw’s ex- 
ecutors, Cheltenham, £940; Mr. Job Smith, Overbury, £120; 
Miss Smith, ditto, £1,600—total creditors holding security 
upon meadow lands, cottages, and other property, £22,341; 
the Royal British Bank is returned as creditor for 63,6731. 5s., 
with this note appended—* This claim as to amount is disputed 
and has been referred to arbitration, under an agreement dated 
2nd of February, 1857: the said arbitration is still unsettled.” 
The Bank is represented as holding the following property of 
the value of 64,129/. 14s. 7d. :—mortgage on household pro- 
perty at Tewkesbury, 628/. 14s. 7d.; the Helen Lindsay cost 
£9,078; the Magdalena, £11,107; the Hero, £1,648; the 
Ocean Wave, £7,452; the Hornet, £24,796; and the Ambro- 
sina, £7,450. Only a portion of these securities have hitherto 
been realised, 

Mr. Tucker, of the firm of Tucker, Greville, & Tucker, of 
St. Swithin’s-lane, appeared as solicitors under the bankruptcy ; 
and Mr. Linklater for creditors. 
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Mr. Linklater tendered a proof for 1,154. 7s. 4d. on behalf of 
Mr. John Roberts, as a creditor of the Royal British Bank, of 
which the bankrupt was a shareholder. The proof was tendered 
as one of joint demand, which would not come in competition 
with the separate creditors of the bankrupt. 

Mr. Bell, who appeared as counsel for the bankrupt, said he 
was not prepared for the proof, and said he wished to call the 
attention of the Court to the fact that an agreement had been 
entered into between the assignees of the bank and the bank- 
rupt appointing an arbitrator, for the purpose of ascertaining 
the amount due from the bankrupt. 

Mr. Linklater said that the amount of that debt, whether 
£60,000 or £70,000, was immaterial, and had no reference to 
the claim now tendered. The bankrupt had deposited a sum of 
about £600 with the arbitrator, who had power to direct its ap- 
plication on account of the claims of the bank. 

Mr. Bell contended that the proof could not be admitted, and 
he had found no case on the subject. 

Mr. Linklater.—To set the point at rest I will read the case 
of Ex parte Marston (4 Dea. 191), where a creditor of the Im- 
perial Bank of England was permitted to prove under similar 
circumstances. In that case Sir George Rose said :— 

“Tt cannot be denied that the question submitted to us in this petition 
is one of great importance, and that this, among many other cases, affords 
a melancholy proof of the danger of men engaged in commerce becoming 
partners in these joint-stock banking companies.” 

The CommissioneR.—Is the proof tendered solely for the 
purpose of voting in the choice of assignees ? 

Mr. Linklater.—Yes; and of entitling the creditor to the 
right of dissenting from the bankrupt’s certificate, and to the 
benefit—not, however, likely to arise in this case—of a dividend 
out of the surplus after payment of the separate creditors. 

Mr. Bell submitted that the official manager represented the 
body of creditors. He must contend that the interests of the 
body of creditors of the bankrupt being antagonistic to the in- 
terests of the assignees of the bank, it was not proper that the 
assignees should be appointed assignees under Mr. Brown’s 
estate. j 

The Commissioner asked Mr. Bell for some authority in sup- 
port of his views. 

Mr. Linklater.—As it is not convenient for the learned counsel 
to quote the authority of the Winding-up Act, I will do so for 
him. (Mr. Linklater then read the 58th section of the Wind- 
ing-up Act, distinctly stating that the rights of creditors were 
not to be affected by the winding-up proceeding.) 

Mr. ComMissIoNER said it was clear that the Winding-up 
Act never intended to diminish the rights of creditors. He 
would, therefore, admit the claim. 

Mr. Hampton, solicitor, as one of the separate creditors of the 
bankrupt, said he was strongly advised that the case was one 
that was governed by the statute, and not by the common law. 
Mr. Roberts not having obtained a judgment against the official 
manager, the proof could not be admitted. 

The CommisstionER.—Have you the opinion to which you 
have referred ? 

Mr. Hampton.—No; it has not been reduced to writing. I 
am told the Court of Queen’s Bench has so decided. I am not 
prepared at present to say more than that there will be an 
appeal from its decision. 

Mr. Roberts’s proof was thereupon admitted. 

Mr. Lewis then tendered a proof on behalf of the official 
manager for £1,500, for calls under the Winding-up Act. 

Mr. Tucker, the bankrupt’s solicitor, objected, unless the 
official manager first gave the bankrupt a release from an 
attachment. 

A discussion arose whether the official manager had autho- 
rity to give this release without the sanction of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor. Ultimately the official manager stated that he had the 
authority of the Vice-Chancellor to prove the debt, and that 
would have the effect of entitling Mr. Brown to his discharge. 

The Commissioner asked Mr. Linklater, as representing the 
assignees, whether he had any objection to the bankrupt’s 
release ? 

Mr. Linklater.—No; because, in consequence of the official 
manager having proved his debt, Mr. Brown is entitled by law 
to his discharge. The bankrup* has given bail for his appear- 
ance by two sureties for £2,000 each to answer the informations 
preferred against him by the Attorney-General, and he will 
therefore be forthcoming for the trial. 

The bankrupt’s release was then ordered. 

Mr. J. Roberts, of Uxbridge, was appointed trade assignee, 
and Messrs. Linklaters § Hackwood are the solicitors. 

The reporter was informed that the appointment of Mr. 





Roberts would be appealed against, the choice resting solely 
upon parties who had been connected with the bank, not a 
single trade or private creditor of the bankrupt having proved 
against his estate. The bankrupt, who was present, and ap- 
peared to be in excellent health, was liberated in the course of 
the afternoon. The examination meeting is fixed for the 19th 
September, at twelve o'clock. 
PRACTICE OF THE COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 
The Welsh Potosi Mining Company (Limited). 

This was the meeting to settle the list of shareholders or con- 
tributories. It appears that the Court has power to make a 
call beyond the amount of the shares, the company not having 
been registered under the Limited Liability Act until a few 
months ago, when the bulk of the debts had been contracted. 
A list of some sixty shareholders had been prepared by the 
official liquidator and the solicitor conducting the proceedings ; 
and notice had been sent to each of these gentlemen, that, unless 
cause was shown to the contrary, they would be definitively 
placed on the list. Meantime this conditional list was pub- 
lished in one of the penny papers, the result being to inflict 
serious injury on several of the parties concerned. The matter 
was now brought before the attention of the Court. 

Mr. Harrison, the solicitor under the proceedings, asked that 
the list might be settled in private, as great evils would result 
from a public proceeding. He understood that some party 
attending the Court had obtained the list and published it in the 
papers. 

The CommissionER.—I don’t know how it can have been 
done. I have no recollection of any such document being 
tendered to me at all. 

Mr. Harrison.—It was not tendered to you, but was merely 
brought here and filed with the proceedings. 

The ComMissIoNER.—It seems to have been a little irregular 
to file it with the proceedings at all before some communication 
had been made to the parties. Would the Master in Chancery 
have allowed such a proceeding? I should like to see this 
document (it was handed up). 

Mr. Harrison.—I followed the practice which has been 
hitherto adopted in Chancery. 

The CommissionER.—I see the form is for the gentleman who 
acts as solicitor to the official liquidator to make oath and say 
“that the schedule hereunto annexed contains a list of persons 
whom he thinks are contributories.” Unless complete secrecy 
is enforced, both by the Court and by those having the conduct of 
the proceedings, there is nothing to prevent such a publication. 

Mr. Harrison.—I always understood the rule of the Court to 
be that no person should see those proceedings. 

The CommisstonER.—So it is. 

Mr. Plews.—On the part of the shareholder whom I repre- 
sent, as soon as the list has been gone through and settled, it 
will be my duty to ask for an investigation into the circum- 
stances under which, out of 20,000 shares advertised as being 
issued, only 13,000 appear on the list. We wish to know 
what has become of the other 7,000 shares, also why the parties 
ventured to commence business and to spend £20,000 or 
£30,000, without having the proper amount of capital paid up. 
This is acompany established on what is called the cost-book 
system; and I shall show that great mischief has been caused 
by their not following out that principle. Upon that system 
the purser of the company is required to lay before the share- 
holders, at the commencement of each month, an estimate of 
the cost of working the company for the ensuing month, and 
that amount is then to be provided. I shall ask your Honour 
(for you have the power to do it) to throw the consequences of 
this mismanagement on those who have been the authors of it. 

The parties then retired, and the composition of the list was 
discussed in private. 

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT.—Axzg. 18. 
(Before the Common-SERJEANT.) 
CHARGE oF ABDUCTION. 

George Richard Clarke, 33, was indicted under the statute 
known as the Bishop of Oxford’s Act, for misdemeanor, in 
having by false pretences procured a girl named Elizabeth Harris, 
under 21 years of age, to have illicit connection with him. 
Another count in the indictment charged the defendant with the 
abduction of a girl under 16 years of age without the consent of 
her parents. ‘There was also a count in the indictment which 
charged the defendant with having conspired with another 
person, named Rosa Bush, to procure the same act to be 
committed, 
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Mr. Sleigh conducted the prosecution. Mr. Lawrence was 
counsel for the defendant. 

Elizabeth Harris, the prosecutrix, who was the principal 
witness, and who, although represented to be only 14 years old, 
presented the appearance of a girl considerably older, deposed 
to the facts of the illicit connection, and also declared that she 
was induced to consent to the prisoner’s wishes by his repre- 
sentations that he would marry her on the following Monday. 
She admitted, however, that she had, in the first instance, 
stated that all that took place was done against her will, and 
that she resisted all she could. 

In answer to questions put by Mr. Lawrence, she said that 
she had written several love-letters to the prisoner, and that 
they were indited for her by Rosa Bush. She also admitted 
that when her friends came to fetch her away from Notting- 
hill, she said that she was 17 years old, and that she could do 
what she pleased. 

In order to support the count in the indictment which 
charged the offence of the abduction of a girl under 16 years 
of age without the consent of her parents, the mother of the 
prosecutrix was examined, and she said she believed her 
daughter was 14 years old this August, but she could not state 
in what year she was born, as she was very ill at the time. 

An elder sister of the prosecutrix was also examined, and 
she said that she believed that her sister was only 14, but 
she was also unable to say what year she was born in; and on 
being cross-examined, she did not appear to be able to speak 
with any certainty as to the ages, or even the names of some of 
her brothers and sisters, and she differed materially from her 
mother with regard to the number of children that were born 
before and after her sister Elizabeth. 

Mr. Lawrence contended that there was no evidence to 
support the first count of the indictment as to the false pretences; 
and, with regard to the count charging the abduction of a 
girl under 16 years of age, urged that there was no evidence 
upon which they could rely to show that the prosecutrix was 
under that age. 

The jury, after a short deliberation, convicted the prisoner 
upon the count charging the false pretences, and acquitted him 
upon the one which charged him with the abduction of a girl 
under 16 years of age. 

The prisoner was at once called wp for judgment, and the 
ComMon-SERJEANT having observed upon the gross immorality 
and misconduct of which he had been guilty, sentenced him to 
12 months imprisonment, with hard labour. 





INSOLVENT DEBTORS COURT. 

This Court will sit again for bail cases on Friday week, the 
28th instant. On the last occasion fourteen were liberated on 
sureties till their hearing, and considering the number of persons 
in prison for debt, and about to petition, a larger number is 
expected on the next occasion. A person has lately petitioned 
the court whose examination some time ago created quite a 
sensation before the Lord Mayor, for alleged forgery at the 
Cape of Good Hope. He has petitioned as ‘Woolf Levy,” 
otherwise ‘‘ Montefiore.” He has also been known as Langtield. 





Mr. Edwin James, Q. C., as counsel for the plaintiff in an 
action for criminal conversation at the late Surrey assizes, re- 
ferred to the conduct of Mr. Gladstone in the case of the 
Newcastle divorce. Mr. Gladstone, in his place in the House 
of Commons, adverted to the statements of Mr. James, and in- 
dignantly denied them. Mr. James replies in a letter in the 
public paper, in which he says, that he was wrongly reported, 
adding, 

“The sentiment which I intended to convey to the jury was, that a man 

of the highest position, and the most unsuliied honour, might, from 
feelings of friendship and from the most sincere motives, lend his assist- 
ance to another in procuring the evidence essential to obtain a separa- 
tion from a wife who had dishonoured him, and who, he believed, was no 
longer worthy to bear his name. Since my return to town, I have read 
the testimony given by you in support of the Bill in the House of Lords, 
and which, I think, justifies the statement which I made in the course 
of my address to the jury.” 
Mr. James concludes by requesting that his letter should be 
read to the House of Commons. Mr. Gladstone refuses to read 
a “document, the most material part of which I could read only 
to question and contradict.” 


The Globe of Thursday night says: ‘“ Although by no means 
a matter of certainty, we believe it is most probable that the 
session of Parliament will be brought to a close on Tuesday 
next. Her Majesty will not, as has been erroneously stated, 
prorogue Parliament in person. The royal speech will be 





delivered by commission, and a privy council will be held on 
Monday next for the pnrpose of settling its contents.” 


Mr. Finchett-Maddock, town clerk of Chester, has resigned 
his office, in consequence of extreme deafness, and Mr. John 
Walker has been temporarily appointed in his place.—Liverpool 
Albion. 


The Chief Justiceship of New Zealand has been conferred 
(according to the Hampshire Chronicle) upon Mr. Arney, 
Barrister-at-Law, Recorder of Winchester. 


Sir Fitzroy Kelly, M.P., whose health has suffered from the 
severe pressure of his parliamentary and professional duties, has 
left England for Germany. 


Judge Tyrrell, of the Exeter County Court, has given 
himself a month’s congé, having married his fourth wife, to the 
great admiration of the legal profession. Mr. Jerwood, the 
barrister, judges for his Honour in his absence; and, from his 
experience and acceptability on many former occasions, will, no 
doubt, give as much satisfaction as his Honour himself.— 
Western Times. 

Michael Henry Gallwey, Esq., is appointed Attorney~ 
General for the colony of Natal; and Charles Watters, 
sq., Solicitor-General for the province of New LBruns- 
wick. 

In the Bankruptcy Court, owing to the severe indisposition of 
Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque, the registrar, Mr. Hazlitt, pre- 
sided at the last two sittings of the Court. Mr. Hazlitt was 
assisted by Mr, Winslow. ‘The learned gentleman confined his 
attention to the transaction of pro formd business, 





THE BANKRUPT AND INSOLVENT LAWS. 


We heartily concur with the leading members of the commer- 
cial and trading communities, with the higher grades of the 
legal profession, and with, we may add, every disinterested 
person of intelligence who has examined the subject, that the 
laws of bankruptcy and insolvency require much revision, 

There is one part of the necessary reformation which ought 
to be at once proceeded with. Its accomplishment is not beset 
by any very formidable difficulties, and is urgently demanded 
by justice and humanity. We, therefore, hail with satisfaction 
the intimation made by Sir George Grey to the House of 
Commons, on Wednesday, in reply to a question of Mr. Had- 
field, to the effect that ‘‘ Government had under their considera- 
tion a measure to abolish imprisonment for debts contracted 
without fraud.” We only regret that with that intimation Sir 
George Grey coupled the statement that he ‘would not give 
any positive promise that such a Bill would be brought forward 
next session.” 

An “Imprisonment for Debt” measure was introduced in 
February, into the last Parliament, intituled a “ Bill to amend 
the law of imprisonment for debt, to extend the remedies of 
creditors, and to punish fraudulent debtors.” The spirit of the 
Bill was to prevent the committal to, and detention in, prison 
of non-criminal debtors, and to save to the nation the immense 
annual expense entailed upon it for the maintenance of the 
apparatus by which is accomplished this systematic violation of 
the first principles of natural justice and of the British Consti- 
tution. Without entering critically into its merits and de- 
merits, we say, that the Bill, as it now exists, is a sound stock 
upon which a good law may be formed. 

There is another point in the Bill of pressing urgency. At 
present there is no limit to the number of times of imprisonment 
for the same debt under the County Courts Acts. For small 
debts to provision-shops it is no uncommon occurrence for 
respectable artisans and others, though bravely struggling to 
maintain their families, to be sent again and again to the demo- 
ralising atmosphere of Whitecross-street and Horsemonger-lane 
Gaols. The creditor gains nothing but revenge. In existing 
circumstances something to the following effect ought to be 
law :— 

“ After the commencement of this Act, no judge of a county court shall 
possess power to commit a defendant to prison, under the provisions of 
the County Courts Act oftener than ¢wice upon any judgment obtained 
by one and the same creditor, or for one and the same debt, where such 
debt shall not exceed £20," &. &e. 

Recent inquiries have established the fact, that a large pro- 
portion of debtors are now detained virtually, not by the creditors 
upon whose suits execution was nominally issued, and by whom 
they are nominally kept in prison, but by the solicitors of the 
detaining creditors for the sake of their own costs. In fact, 
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crowds of debtors are hurried to prison by attorneys for the 
sake of costs. Such debtors can generally emerge by paying 
costs, and without paying any part of the original debt. The 
law was never intended as a means of providing “ costs” for 
disreputable practitioners.—Abridged from the Morning Post. 


THE DIVORCE BILL. 

In spite of the persevering hostility of many opponents, the 
Divorce Bill, the success of which for some days past has 
trembled in the balance, is now fortunately become certain and 
assured, Backed by large majorities, the Government might, 
at its pleasure, have defeated all opposition, and passed the Bill 
precisely in the shape in which it had been sent down by the 
Lords. Instead of adopting this course, objection has been met 
by conciliation, and, in many important particulars, judicious 
concessions have been made, which materially improve the 
general complexion of the measure. It is well known that nine 
thousand clergymen of the Church of England, influenced no 
doubt by the highest and most conscientious motives, have 
signed a protest, declaring that they will not solemnise such 
marriages. In this state of circumstances two courses were 
open to the Government—either to coerce the consciences of 
those reverend gentlemen, by subjecting them to penalties for 
disobedience to the law, or to exempt them from an obligation 
the performance of which they considered to be opposed to the 
Divine command. The Government, after mature deliberation, 
determined to adopt the latter alternative ; and, as the Bill now 
stands, no clergyman of the Church of England will be liable to 
“any suit, penalty, or censure for refusing to solemnise the 
marriage of any person whose adultery has been the ground of 
the dissolution of his or her marriage.” It was further stated, 
that at a future stage a proviso would be introduced to enable 
some clergymen to perform the ceremony in those cases in which 
the rector or vicar of the parish, from conscientious scruples, 
objected to solemnise the marriage. It has been contended that 
persons guilty of the crime of adultery should, as a portion of 
their penalty, be compelled to be married before the super- 
intending registrar. The Attorney-General, however, proposes 
that in cases of adultery the petitioner shall be enabled to obtain 
damages to be assessed by a jury, and that those damages 
shall be applied at the discretion of the judges of the new Court 
of Divorce, The wife will be a necessary party to all proceed- 
ings taken under the Bill, and therefore she will not for the 
future be in the truly unfortunate and unprotected position to 
a the law now condemns her.—Abridged from the Morning 
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Legislation of the Wear, 


20 VICTORIA,* 1857. 


Car. IL—An Act to amend the Act for limiting the Time of 
Service in the Royal Marine Forces. 


In the year 1847 it was thought expedient to amend the 
sysiem of marine enlistment then in use ; and, by 10 & 11 Vict. 
c. 63, it was accordingly enacted that no person should be en- 
listal in that force for a longer term than twelve years. The 
sam» statute also contained a provision enabling the recruit to 
re-eigage himself for a further term of the same length during 
the ast six months of the first engagement, or after its termina- 
tion and also enabling him, if during the last three years of 
his frst engagement he should be ordered on foreign service, to 
re-eigage himself, before embarkation, for such period as should 
comilete a total service of twenty-four years. 

Tiese provisions were so construed as to prevent any person 
fron being enlisted as a marine for a less period than twelve 
yeas. And the present Act so far alters them as to allow en- 
listnents for any term not exceeding twelve years, and re- 
enggements for any term authorised by the Admiralty, and 
subect to the approbation of the commanding officer—provided 
the term for which the recruit is re-engaged, with the term 
of jis service under his first enlistment, do not exceed twenty- 
oneyears. 


Cas II.—An Act to facilitate the Appointment of Chief Constables 





Jr adjoining Counties, and to confirm the Appointment of 


thief Constables in certain cases. 


ly 41 Geo. 3, c. 78, magistrates are empowered to appoint 
spetal constables to execute warrants on particular occasions ; 
ancby 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 41, and 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 43, such special 





* This session commenced February 3, 1857. 





constables may also be appointed in default of the requisite 
number of ordinary officers, when tumults, riot, or felony has 
taken place, or may reasonably be apprehended. 

Out of this class of constables a system of county police was 
engrafted in the year 1839, by 2 & 3 Vict. c. 95; by which Act 
the justices of any county were permitted to make a report to 
the Secretary of State that the ordinary officers of the county 
were not sufficient for the preservation of the peace therein, and 
the protection of the inhabitants; and, on this report being ap- 
proved, the expenses of the county constables to be thereupon 
appointed under that Act were to be defrayed out of the county 
rate. And by that Act, and a subsequent one passed for its 
amendment (3 & 4 Vict. c. 88), a chief constable was al- 
lowed for each county with a constabulary under their 
provisions. The system first established by these statutes 
was made compulsory upon the justices of every county 
by the Act of last year (19 & 20 Vict. c. 69); which enacted, 
that, in every county where, under the two previous Acts, a 
constabulary for the whole county had not been established, 
the justices at quarter sessions should proceed to establish the 
same; and, that, in every county where it had been already 
established in part, they should establish it for the residue of 
such county. 

The present Act is to meet the case of two or more afijoining 
counties. Under the 2 & 3 Vict. c. 93, the same person might 
be appointed chief constable for such counties if the justices 
thereof, in general or quarter sessions assembled, mutually 
agreed to join in the appointment. By the present Act (s. 2) 
the justices of any single county, in general or quarter sessions, 
may appoint a person to be chief constable of their own or of 
any part of their own county, although he may also be chief 
constable of any adjoining county or counties, or of any part 
thereof. But there is a proviso that the justices of each county, 
in such sessions, shall declare their consent that the office in their 
appointment may be held by such person together with such 
other office or offices. 

The Act also confirms some appointments already made, as 
to the validity of which doubts had been entertained. 


Car. III.—An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders of the 
General Board of Health applying the Public Health Aet, 
1848, to certain Districts; and for altering the Constitution of 
certain Local Boards. 

This is one of the Acts rendered necessary by that provision 
in the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 63, which requires that an order of the 
General Board of Health for that statute to be made applicable 
to a place from which there is no petition for that purpose, or 
in which any local Act for paving, cleansing, &c., is in force,— 
should be confirmed by Act of Parliament. It differs in no 
material respect from other Acts which have been passed for 
this purpose, such as the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 42, and c. 69. 

Car. VI.—An Act to reduce the Rates of Duty on Profits 

arising from Property, Professions, Trades, and Offices. 

It is provided by this Act, that, for the year commencing 
April 5, 1857, there shall be charged (in lieu of the rates of 
duty now in force) the reduced rate of sevenpence in the pound, 
subject to a further reduction of the present rates, in the propor- 
tion that the rate of sevenpence bears to the rate of one shilling 
and fourpence, in the several cases mentioned or referred to in 
18 & 19 Vict. ¢. 20, s. 2—viz. where any less rate or duty than 
one shilling and twopence in the pound of the annual value or 
amount of any property, profits, or gains, is chargeable under 
the Acts relating to the income tax; or where, under those 
Acts, any relief, or abatement, or deduction is directed to be 
given, made, or allowed, after any rate therein specified. 


Car. X.—An Act to continue certain Temporary Provisions con- 
cerning Ecclesiastical Jurisdiction in England. 

In the year 1836, an Act was passed (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 77) 
to carry into effect the reports of the Commissioners appointed 
in 1835 to consider the state of the Established Church in 
England and Wales, with reference to ecclesiastical duties and 
revenues, so far as they relate to episcopal dioceses, revenues, 
and patronage. This statute (which established the ‘ Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners,” and authorised many alterations in 
the arrangement of dioceses and the ecclesiastical system in 
general) contains a provision (s. 20), that, as it might be 
expedient to consider the state and jurisdiction of all the eccle- 
siastical courts in England and Wales, no order in council made 
according to the machinery authorised by that Act for carrying 
out the schemes of the Commissioners, should, for one year after 
the passing of the Act, affect the jurisdiction, power, or autho- 
rity of any of the ecclesiastical courts then existing, or the 
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extent or limits thereof. And (s, 22), that, during the same 
period, no order in council should be construed to alter in any 
respect the law of bona notabilia, or (s. 23) the grant of marriage 
licenses. Moreover, by s. 24, power was given, during the 
same period, to every ecclesiastical court in which any proceed- 
ings shall be had, to send for and enforce the production of all 
original instruments and documents relating to such proceed- 
ings, by whatever ecclesiastical authority the same may have 
been issued. These temporary provisions have been continued 
from time to time by different Acts; and by this Act are now 
further continued till the end of next session. 


Car. XIII.—An Act for Punishing Mutiny and Desertion, and 
Sor the better Payment of the Army and their Quarters. 

This is the annual Mutiny Act; and the only particular re- 
specting it requiring notice is, that, by the 21st and 22nd 
sections, the offender, in certain cases, may be adjudged to be 
transported for life, or for a term of years. These provisions, 
however, must be read in connection with the general Act of 
the present session, 20 & 21 Vict. c. 3, by which it is enacted, 
that, after the passing thereof, no sentence of transportation 
shall be pronounced—that of penal servitude being in all cases 
substituted. The same remark applies to ss. 23, 24, and 25 of 
the following Act (20 Vict. c. 14) for the regulation of the 
marine forces while on shore. 


> 
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Recent Decisions in Chancery, 





LeaitmmAcy—Conriicr or LAws—Inuerirance Act. 
In re Don's Estate, 5 W. R. 836. 

This petition raised in a new shape the question decided by 
the House of Lords, after two elaborate arguments, in Birt. 
whistle v. Vardell(9 Bligh, N. S. 32; 7 Cl. & Fin. 895). That 
decision was based on the old law of inheritance; and on the 
present occasion it was unsuccessfully contended that the Inhe- 
ritance Act had indirectly operated so as to render the principle 
affirmed by the House of Lords no longer applicable. The 
question in Birtwhistle vy. Vardell was, whether a son born of 
Scottish parents before marriage was legitimated by their subse- 
quent marriage in Scotland in such a sense as to be capable of 
inheriting lands in England. The opinion delivered by the 
judges was in substance to the effect that the son being legiti- 
mate by the law of Scotland, his legitimacy, as a matter of per- 
sonal status, ought by the comity of nations to be governed in all 
countries, and would by the law of England be governed by 
the Scotch law, and that consequently the son must be regarded 
as legitimate in England. But the rule of inheritance in Eng- 
land, as settled by the Statute of Merton and many authorities, 
was, not that the eldest lawful son should inherit, but the eldest 
son born in lawful wedlock. Consequently, by our law, two 
conditions must be satisfied to entitle a son to inherit—first, he 
must be the eldest legitimate son; secondly, he must be born in 
lawful wedlock. The succession to English land was a matter 
to be decided exclusively by the English law, although it would 
import foreign law so far as to determine whether the son were 
legitimate or not; and as the son in the actual case satisfied 
the first condition of English inheritance, but not the second, 
which required that he should have been born in lawful wedlock, 
it followed that he was not entitled as heir to English land. 
This distinction is perfectly intelligible, whether it be or be not 
consistent with general principles of international law. It was 
adopted by the House of Lords, notwithstanding the able and, 
we think, unanswerable arguments of Lord Brougham. He 
urged that there were the same reasons for appealing to the 
foreign law to decide what was “lawful wedlock,” as for apply- 
ing it to test the question of bastardy or legitimacy as a matter 
of status; and that the English courts must, to be consistent, 
decide by the foreign law the question whether a person was 
born in lawful wedlock where the doubt arose, not from the birth 
being ante-nuptial, but from some question as to the capacity of 
the parents to contract a marriage. By the law of Scotland, the 
claimant was born in lawful wedlock, and, consistently with the 
rules of international law, must be held to have been so born 
by our courts, and therefore to have fulfilled both conditions 
of inheritance, even supposing that the two alleged conditions 
were anything more than two ways of stating the single maxim 
that the eldest legitimate son should inherit. These arguments, 
however, did not prevail, and the son was held not to be entitled 
to the English estate. The rule established by this judgment 
is confined to land; and, as Lord Brougham observed, it is 
staggering to be told that the same person is a bastard when he 











comes into one court to claim land, and legitimate w 
resorts to another to claim a personal succession; and that 
the same court of equity must view him as both bastard 
legitimate in respect of a succession to the same intestate. 
In the case of Mr. Don, before V. C. Kindersley, the p ; 
ciples laid down by the House of Lords were of course nob ~ 
impugned, but the argument raised was, that the Inheritaneg ° 
Act had cut away the ground for such a decision in all cages 
where the succession took place after the passing of the statute 
In this case it was the father claiming as heir to a son who had. 
been born under circumstances precisely similar to those in 
Birtwhistle vy. Vardell, The 6th section of the Act (3 &4 
Will. 4, c. 106) makes a lineal ancestor capable of being heir 
“to any of his issue.” It was not denied that issue must.we 
limited to legitimate issue, but the son was, consistently wi 
the decision of the House of Lords, to be regarded as 
legitimate issue of his father; therefore, by the express wo 
of the statute, his father could inherit from him. The only 
way of escaping this conclusion was to hold that the todd 
issue must be construed, not merely as confined to “legitimate 
issue,” but as still further narrowed to “inheritable issue,” 
who by the rule of the House of Lords are not co-extensivg 
with the former. The Vice-Chancellor adopted this viewy’ 
and held that the father could not inherit, although j 
necessitated his overruling a decision pronounced by himsel 
when @ Master of the Court. This, at least, is clea 
that it was not the intention or object of the statute ¢ 
alter the principles laid down in Birtwhistle v. Vardel 
or to enable a father to inherit from a son who could not hay 
inherited from his father. The words of the statute, howeve 
required some straining to extract this decision from them, aml 
the case may perhaps be regarded as one illustration more of the 
difficulties which have been occasioned by a departure from the 
simple rule of deciding legitimacy for all purposes by the cri- 
terion of the same law. ' 
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MarrieD Woman's SEPARATE EstaATE—NOTICE. 
Dawson v. Prince, 5 W. R. 813. 

This is a case which, at first sight, appears to introduce an 
anomaly into the law of courts of equity with respect to notice; 
for a defendant was compelled to bear the loss of a fraudulent 
transaction on the ground that he had notice, although, at the 
same time, the Court expressly declared that he had no knows 
ledge, and had acted with perfect bona fides, and without negli- 
gence. The facts were, that a bill made payable to a married 
woman was indorsed by her husband in her name as well as his 
own, and discounted with the defendant. The bill had been re- 
mitted as part of the married woman’s separate estate, and, the 
husband having absconded with the money received from the 
defendant for the bill, the indorsee was restrained from suing 
the acceptors, who were ordered to pay the amount of the bill 
to the wife. The principle of the decision seems to have been 
this :—In the first place, the married woman being payee, and 
the fact of her marriage being known to the indorsee, he was 
held to have notice that the bill was for her separate estate. If, 
therefore, he had taken the husband’s indorsement alone, wiich 
would have been sufficient to enable him to sue in a cowt of 
law, he would have been restrained on the ground of hiscon- 
structive notice of the wife’s interest. In fact, he took ai in- 
dorsement in the name of the wife also; but, as that ultimitely 
turned out to be a forgery, it passed no title whatever, anl left 
the indorsee in the same position as if he had only had thehus- 
band’s signature, in which case, being affected with notie, he 
would, as a matter of course, be restrained from enforcing his 
legal rights adversely to the wife. In this view the cas: will 
be seen to be consistent with the established rules in respet to 
constructive notice. 


Soricrror’s LIEN ON THE PROCEEDS oF A Surr—ComMMn 
Law ProcepureE Act—ATTACHMENT. 
Sympson v. Prothero, 5 W. R. 814. 


No rule is better established than the right of a solicitorto a 
lien for costs on funds recovered by his exertions in an ation 
or suit. In Sympson v. Prothero an attempt was made tide- 
prive a solicitor of this right, on the ground that the mney 
coming to his client had been attached under the garnjhee 
clauses in the Common Law Procedure Act. The suit was 
therefore brought to establish the lien. | Messrs. Sympsonhad 
acted as the attorneys for the defendant Phelps, who was piin- 
tiff in an action against the executors of a Mr. Prothero,and 
had also acted for him in an injunction suit arising out ofthe 
same matter. By an order in the suit, Prothero’s exectors 
were ordered to pay a sum of £500 to Phelps, and a futher 
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sum of £100 for Phelps’ costs at law. On Jan. 20, 1857, the 
plaintiffs served Prothero’s executors with notice of their lien 
on the sums ordered to be paid. Subsequently, a judgment cre- 
ditor of Phelps obtained an order against Prothero’s executors 
as garnishees under the Common Law Procedure Act, to pay 
the £600 to him; and the defendants in this suit contended 
that the order was absolute, and that it ousted the lien of 
Messrs. Sympson. V.C. Wood, however, said that this money, 
having been ordered to be paid to Phelps, who was indebted to 
the plaintiffs, his attorneys and solicitors, the subsequent 
charging order could not affect their lien, inasmuch as they had 
previously given notice to the parties by whom the money was 
to be paid. His Honour added, that he should greatly mis- 
earry if he did not look at how the fund had been recovered, 
and allow the plaintiffs to have their reward out of the fruits of 
the proceeding. The injunction suit must be regarded as part 
of the defence to the action, and the plaintiffs were entitled to 
their lien for their costs both in the action and the suit. 


Trustee Revier Acr—Costs ASKED AGAINST TRUSTEE, 
AND REFUSED. 
In re Bendyshe, 5 W. R. 816. 

This case adds one more to the number of those where 
trustees have been charged with a wanton and vexatious pay- 
ment of trust-money into court, and where costs have been 
applied for against them in consequence. The ground on which 
the money was paid in was, that it belonged to a married 
woman, and that some agreement for a settlement had been 
come to, which was abandoned, and the husband and wife after- 
wards applied to the trustee for payment of the money to 
them. The trustee under these circumstances declined to pay 
the money, and the Court, though holdiag that there was no 
binding agreement for a settlement, nevertheless considered the 
trustee justified, and gave him his costs out of the fund. His 
Tfonour, at the same time, stated, that, beyond all doubt, if a 
trustee from caprice or obstinacy, and not acting honestly and 
truly as a trustee should do, put the cestuis que trust to expense 
by refusing to act unless compelled by the Court, the Court 
would make him pay the costs; and that the doubt as to the 
jurisdiction to order payment of costs against a trustee under 
this Act had been removed by a recent decision. See Re Wood- 
burn’s Will (noticed ante, p. 536), which was a case of oppres- 
sion of a very different character from the present. 


Professional LEntelligence. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
AnnuaAL Revort or THE Counctn.—June 23, 1857. 

I, Alterations in the Law and Practice in the last Session 

of Parliament. 

It may be convenient, according to the usual course at the 
Annual Meetings, to notice briefly the{principal measures which 
were passed during the last session of Parliament, and which 
were taken into consideration during their progress by the 
Ceuncil, so far as the proposed enactments related to the prac- 
tice of the courts, or the duties to be performed by solicitors on 
behalf of their clients. 

1. The Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act, 18 & 19 Vict. 
c, 120, by which the jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery has 
been enlarged, for the purpose of affording relief in a large class 
of cases relating to settled estates. The parties interested in 
such property are thus enabled to make arrangements for their 
metual benefit, in cases which, from the moderate amount of 
the property, did not justify an application to Parliament. 

2. The Intestates Personal Estates Act, 19 & 20 Vict. c. 94, 
is also a beneficial measure by which the special customs in 
the cities of London and York, and other places, have been 
atolished, and this branch of the law has been rendered uniform. 

8. In this department may also be classed the Drafts on 
Bankers Act, 19 & 20 Vict. c. 25, enabling the drawers to 
linit the payment of crossed cheques, thereby rendering more 
secure the payment of money to the right parties. 

In the advantages resulting to the public from these measures, 
the members of the profession in some degree participate, either 
by the increase of business, or by the removal of difficulties or 
rsponsibilities in transacting it. 

4. A further extention of the jurisdiction of the county courts 
vas effected by the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 109. Actions may now 
le tried in these courts, even on questions of title, to any amount 
ly consent, and without consent when reduced by set-off under 
450. Summonses may be issued against persons out of the 











jurisdiction where the cause of action arose within it. If the 
sum in question be above £20, the defendant must give notice 
of his defence; and where the judgment exceeds £20 the plain- 
tiff’s consent is requisite to an order for payment by instalments. 
No. costs on a judgment by default under £20 in the superior 
courts are allowed unless by order of the judge*. . 

The metropolitan county courts are now deemed one district, 
and summonses may be issued either in the plaintiff’s or the defen- 
dant’s district. On issuing a certiorari to a superior court, security 
must be given for the amount claimed and costs. Amendments 
have also been made in proceedings by mandamus and prohibition. 
The provisions of the Bills of Exchange Summary Procedure 
Act are made applicable to the county courts. The scale of 
costs in these courts is now authorised to be settled, with the 
Lord Chancellor’s approval, by five of the county court judges, 
instead of, as previously, by the judges of the superior courts; 
and where the taxation is between attorney and client, and 
costs are claimed beyond the scale, the consent of the client 
must be proved in writing. Such is an outline of the further 
steps in advance made by these courts, which, bearing the name 
of county courts, were by the first Act of 1846 expressly de- 
scribed as “small debt courts.” 

It may not be immaterial here to remind the profession, that, 
in the City of London Small Debts Act, 15 Vict. c. 77, there 
are two sections—119 and 120—which are inconsistent; the 
one compeiling a plaintiff to bring all actions up to £50 in the 
City Court, the other limiting it to £20; and notwithstanding 
this inconsistency, the Court of Common Pleas, in the case of 
Castrique vy. Page, 13 Common Bench Reports, p. 458, decided 
that the 119th section was not repealed by the 120th, and the 
plaintiff loses his costs absolutely unless the judge certifies 
under the 121st section that there was sufficient reason for 
bringing the action in the superior court. It is therefore pro- 
posed that the 119th section of the City Act should be repealed, 
and the powers of that Act assimilated to the jurisdiction of the 
other courts for the recovery of small debts. 

5. The Joint Stock Companies Act, 19 & 20 Vict. c. 47, 
comprises the important enactments relating to the limited 
liability of tke partners or shareholders in a large class of such 
companies, and provides special regulations for their manage- 
ment, with safeguards in their practical operation and the 
security of their creditors. This alteration in the law was 
mentioned in the speech from the Throne as one which would 
afford additional facilities for the advantageous employment of 
capital, and thus tend to promote the developement of the 
rescources of the country. 

6. The Mercantile Law Amendment Act, 19 & 20 Vict. c. 97, 
effected several alterations; amongst which were the protection 
of the title to goods before they have been actually seized or 
attached under a writ against the vendor, and as to the specific 
delivery of goods sold. It abolishes the necessity of stating in 
writing the consideration for a guarantee ; and gives to a surety, 
who discharges the liability, a right to an assignment of all 
securities held by the creditor. It also contains several pro- 
visions relating to the limitation of actions, especially where 
there are joint debtors, some of whom are abroad, and as to 
part payment by one of several contractors. Provisions are 
also made regarding the acceptance of inland and foreign bills, 
and the claims for the repair of ships. 

7. The Foreign Evidence Act, 19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 113, provides 
for taking evidence in relation to civil and commercial matters 
pending before foreign tribunals. 

8. The Stamp Act, 19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 81, relates to the articled 
clerks of attorneys, enabling the £80 stamp duty on articles to 
be paid at any period during the clerkship, subject to a penalty 
proportioned to the time when the tax may be paid. 

9. The Counties and Boroughs Police Act, 19 & 20 Vict. 
c. 69, which was long under the consideration of Parliament, 
is also noticed in the Queen’s Speech as adding to the security 
of persons and property, and affording increased encouragement 
to the exertions of honest industry. 

(To be continued.) 





METROPOLITAN AND Provincia, LAw ASSOcIATION. 


The last meeting of the Managing Committee before the 
vacation was held on the 12th inst. 





* By a rule of all the common law courts, if judgment be signed ):v 
default, the plaintiff having given notice on the writ, may apply to a 
judge for his costs; and if, before judgment, the defendant does not gira 
notice that he intends to oppose, the judge will sign his name on the writ, 
which operates as an order for costs, and thus the expense of summonses 





aud judge’s orders is saved. 
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The Secretary read the following note from E. W. Cox, Esq., 
dated the 20th July :—“Mr. E W. Cox presents his compli- 
ments to Mr. Shaen, and begs to say, that, in accordance with 
the recognised practice, any communications for the Editor of 
the Law Times must be addressed to that personage, and not to 
Mr. Cox;” and reported, that, on the 23rd July, in acknowledg- 
ing the note, he expressed his regret that the intimation had 
not been given to him in reply to his letter of the 21st May 
last, then nine weeks ago, adding, that the committee could not 
suppose that they were guilty of any irregularity in addressing 
the Editor of the Law Times personally, seeing that in more 
than one subsequent number of the Law Times their previous 
letters, which were addressed ‘“‘E. W. Cox, Esq.,”” were mentioned 
as if duly received by the Editor. 

The Secretary also reported that no other communication had 
been received from the Editor of the Law Times, and that the 
names of the two members of the Association whom he desired 
to place upon the Committee of Investigation proposed by him- 
self, and agreed to by the Managing Committee last May, had 
Not been furnished. 

The Secretary read the draft of a proposed circular to the 
profession at large with reference to the charges made by the 
Editor of the Law Times, and the course pursued by him, and 
it was resolved that the circular be referred to a sub-committee 
to be settled. 

The Assistant-Secretary read a prospectus of the “‘ National 
Association for the Promotion of Social Science,” received from 
the Secretary of the Law Amendment Society, who stated that 
he would feel obliged for any assistance the Managing Com- 
mittee could afford in carrying out the objects of that Associa- 
tion. 

The prospectus stated that the first annual meeting of the 
National Association would be held at Birmingham, on the 12th 
of October and four following days, under the presidency of 
Lord Brougham ; and it enumerated the topics on which papers 
would be received—Jurisprudence and the Amendment of the 
Law forming the first department of the Association. 

The committee resolved to bring the subject before the Metro- 
politan and Provincial Law Association at their annual provin- 
cial meeting at Manchester. 

The Assistant-Secretary submitted a proof circular announc- 
ing the provincial meeting of the Association at Manchester, on 
the 7th and 8th of October, and the following list of subjects 
to be suggested to the members for discussion at the meeting, 
and on which it was desirable to obtain papers :— 

1. Whether the expenses of the Civil Judicial establishments 
should be borne by the country or by the suitors. 2. Profes- 
sional Remuneration—Law of Costs. 3. Whether the County 
Courts should be retained as Small Debts Courts, or whether 
they should be made Courts of First Instance with unlimited 
jurisdiction ; and the superior courts retained solely as Courts of 
Appeal. 4. The appointment of a Minister of Justice. 5. 
Whether a union of the two branches of the legal profession 
would be desirable and advantageous. 6. Suggestions for im- 
proving Legal Education. 7. Schemes of Land Transfer. 8. 
Business in the Chancery Offices. 9. The Statute Law Com- 
mission. 10. The Office of Trustee. 11. Bankruptcy Admin- 
istration. 12. The Property of Married Women. 13. Courts 
of Marriage and Divorce. 14. Courts of Probate. 15. Grand 
Juries. 16. Corrupt Practices at Elections. 17. Law of Libel 
—The expediency of extending the privilege now enjoyed by 
reports of Courts of Justice to reports of proceedings in the 
Houses of Parliament and other assemblies. 18. The Duties of 
Coroners with regard to holding Inquests, considered with refer- 
ence to their adaptation for the promotion of the ends of public 
justice. 

The circular and list of subjects were approved. 

The Assistant-Secretary reported that he had seen Mr. Malins, 
M.P., and also Lord Monteagle, with reference to an amendment 
suggested by the committee in the Bill to enable married women 
to dispose of their reversionary interests in personal estate. 

The Bill, as passed by the House of Commons, and sent up 
to the House of Lords, gave a married woman the power of 
disposing of any reversionary interest in personalty devolving 
on her otherwise than by marriage-settlement; and it appeared 
to be comprehensive enough to include reversionary interests, 
where subject to a restraint on alienation. The committee 
had, therefore, proposed an amendment to exclude from the 
operation of the Act any reversionary interest to which a 
married woman might be entitled by deed or will under which 
she should be restrained from alienating. 

The Assistant-Secretary reported that Mr. Malins and Lord 
Monteagle had received the suggestion of the committee with 





great courtesy, and that his Lordship had promised that the 
amendment would be embodied in the Bill when in committee. 

The committee having received numerous complaints of the 
delays in transacting business in the offices of the taxing- 
masters and chief clerks of the Court of Chancery, Mr. Malins, 
at their request, moved for and obtained an order of the House 
of Commons for a return of all appointments made before the 
Masters and Chief Clerks with respect to proceedings between 
the 1st June and 1st July, 1857. This return, it is hoped, 
will enable the committee to offer some suggestions for facilitat- 
ing the dispatch of business. 

The Trustees’ Relief Bill, as amended, was considered, and 
the Bill was reported as having passed the Lords, and been 
sent to the Commons. 

The consideration of Lord Brougham’s Bankruptcy Bill, 
based to some extent upon the resolutions of the Mercantile Law 
Conference held by the Law Amendment Society in January 
last, was postponed. 

Some remaining business, referring to the vacation operations 
of the Association, was then disposed of, and the committee 
adjourned till the 11th of November next. 





PUBLIC EXAMINATION.—MicuaEtmas Term, 1857. 
Rules for the Public Examination of Candidates fsr Honours or 
Certificates, entitling Students to be called to the Bar. 

An examination will be held in next Michaelmas Term, to 
which a student of any of the Inns of Court who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for studentship or honours, or of obtaining 
a certificate of fitness for being called to the bar, will be ad- 
missible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name at the Treasurer’s Office of the 
Inn of Court to which he belongs, on or before Thursday, the 
22nd day of October next; and he will further be required to 
state in writing whether his object in offering himself for exami- 
nation is to compete for a studentship or other honourable dis- 
tinction ; or whether he is merely desirous of obtaining a certi- 
ficate preliminary to a call to the bar. 

The examination will commence on Thursday the 29th day 
of October next, and will be continued on the Friday and Satur- 
day following. 

It will take place in the Benchers’ Reading Room of Lincoln’s 
Inn; and the doors will be closed ten minutes after the time 
appointed fer the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted in 
the following order :— 

Thursday morning, the 29th October, at half-past nine, on 
Constitutional Law and Legal History; in the afternoon, 
at half-past one, on Equity. 

Friday morning, the 30th October, at half-past nine, on Com- 
mon Law; in the afternoon, at half-past one, on the Law 
of Real Property, &c. 

Saturday morning, the 31st October, at half-past nine, on 
Jurisprudence and the Civil Law; in the afternoon, at half- 
past one, a paper will be given to the students including 
questions bearing upon all the foregoing subjects of exami- 
tion. 

The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
during the same hours, and on the same subjects as those 
already marked out for the examination by printed questions, 
except that on Saturday afternoon there will be no oral exani- 
nation. The oral examination of each student will be conducted 
apart from the other students; and the character of the exani- 
nation will vary according as the student is a candidate ‘or 
honours or a studentship, or desires simply to obtain a certificate. 
The oral examination and printed questions will be founded on 
the books below mentioned ; regard being had, however, to the 
particular object with a view to which the student presents hin- 
self for examination. In determining the question whethera 
student has passed the examination in such a manner as to e1- 
title him to be called to the bar, the examiners will principally 
have regard to the general knowledge of law and jurisprudene 
which he has displayed. 

A student may present himself at any number of examin- 
tions, until he shall have obtained a certificate. Any studert 
who shall obtain a certificate may present himself a second tine 
for examination as a candidate for the studentship, but only # 
one of the three examinations immediately succeeding that 4 
which he shall have obtained such certificate; provided, that f 
any student so presenting himself shall not succeed in obtainin; 
the studentship, his name shall not appear in the list. Student 
who have kept more than eleven terms shall not be admitted t 
an examination for the studentship. 
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The Reader on Constitutional Law and Legal History pro- 
poses to examine on the following subjects :— 

He will expect the candidates for honours in the ensuing ex- 
amination to possess a general knowledge of the leading events 
of English history. He will expect them to be thoroughly 
acquainted with the chapters in /Jallam's Constitutional History 
which treat of the reigns of Elizabeth, of the Stuarts, of King 
William, and Queen Anne; with the first volume of Lord Cla- 
rendon ; with May’s History ; with so much of Rapin and Tindal, 
or Belsham, or Macaulay, and Somerville, as relates to those 
reigns; and with Bishop Burnet’s Memoirs of his Own Times. 
He will expect them to be acquainted with the history of the 
law of real property, as given in Lord St. Leonards preface to 
Gilbert on Uses; and the law of treason and the law relating to 
the press; and with the most important State Trials during the 
time that has been mentioned. The candidates for a pass will be 
required to answer general questions in English history, and to 
be well acquainted with the history of the reigns of Elizabeth, 
Charles I., and Charles II.; with the events of the Revolution, 
and with the reign of Anne. They will be expected also to 
show a competent knowledge of the State Trials during the 
reigns of the Stuarts and Queen Anne. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to examine in the following 
books :— 

1. Smith’s Manual of Equity Jurisprudence; Mitford on the 

’ Pleadings in the Court of Chancery. Introduction ; chap- 
ter 1, sec. 1 and 2; chapter 2, sec. 1; chapter 2, sec. 2, 
part 1 (the first three pages); chapter 2, sec. 2, part 2 (the 
first two pages); chapter 2, sec. 2, part 3, chapter 3. The 
Act for the Improvement of the Jurisdiction of Equity, 
15 G 16 Vict. c. 86. 

2. The Cases and Notes contained in the first volume of 
White and Tudor's Leading Cases; and the Cases of Wil- 
cocks v. Wilcocks, Blandy v. Widmore, Howe v. Earl of 
Dartmouth. Aldrich v. Cooper, Silk v. Prime, Row ». 
Dawson, and Rees v. Berrington, in the second volume, 
with the Notes on those Cases. 

Candidates for certificates of fitness to be called to the bar 
will be expected to be well acquainted with the books mentioned 
in the first of the above classes. 

Candidates for a studentship or honours wil! be examined in 
the books mentioned in the two classes. 

The Reader on the Law of Real Property proposes to exa- 
mine in the following books and subjects :— 

1. Joshua Williams on the Law of Real Property; the same 
author on Personal Property. 

2. The Statute 8 g 9 Viet. c. 106. 

3. The Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849 (12 ¢ 13 Vict. 
c. 106), Divisions 2, 3, and 6; and the Notes to those Divi- 
sions in Shelford’s Work on Bankruptcy. 

4. The Lien of a Vendor for Unpaid Purchase Money; Mack- 
reth v. Symmons, 15 Vesey, 329, and the Notes to that 
Case: White and Tudor’s Leading Equity Cases, 194—222. 

5. The Law of Escheat and Forfeiture ; The Attorney-General 
v. Sir George Sands, Hardre’s Reports, 488, and the Notes 
to that Case in Tudor’s Leading Cases in Conveyancing, 
617—741. 

Candidates for honours will be examined in all the foregoing 
books and subjects, and candidates for a certificate, in those 
under heads 1, 2, and 3. 

The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law proposes to 
examine candidates for honours in the following subjects :— 

1. The Elements of the Roman Law of Conventional Obli- 

gations; Mackeldey’s Syst Juris R t hodie Usitati, 
lib. ii. sec. 2, cap. 1 (edition of 1847, pp. 362—428). 

2. Principles of General Jurisprudence with reference to 
Rights and Duties, their relation to each other, and their 
modifications. Lindley’s Introduction to the Study of Juris- 
prudence. Part ii. chapter 1, pp. 52—98. 

3. Absolute International Rights of States. Wheaton’s Ele- 
ments of International Law. Part ii. 

Candidates for a certificate will be examined in— 

1. The Institutes of Justinian, Book iii. (beginning with 
Title xiii.), and Book iv., together with the Notes in 
Sandars's edition. 

2. Absolute International Rights of States. Wheaton’s 
Elements of International Law, Part I. 

The Reader on Common Law proposes to examine in the fol- 

lowing books and subjects :— 

Candidates for a pass certificate will be expected to be fami- 
liar with— 

1, The Elements of Mercantile Law, so far as exhibited in 








Smith’s Mercantile Law (5th edit. book ii—omitting chap. 
3—and book iii. chap. 1). 

2. The Jurisdiction of, and, generally, the Mode of Procedure 
in the County Court (which may be read in any Treatise 
on County Courts published since the passing of the stat. 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 108). 

8. Criminal Law—in connection with offences ordinarily 
tried at Quarter Sessions; and Part i. chaps. 1 and 2 of 
Paley on Convictions (4th edit.) concerning the Jurisdic- 
tion of Justices of the Peace, and Proceedings befure them 
preliminary to Conviction. 

Candidates for the studentship and honours will be examined 

in the above-mentioned books and subjects, and also in— 

4. The Principies of the Law of Evidence—so far as ex- 
plained by Mr. Best in his Treatise on that subject (2nd 
edition, Part i. chaps. 1 and 2; Part iii. book i. chap. 2). 

5. The following cases from the first vol. of Smith’s Leading 
Cases (4th edit.), with the Notes thereto: Armory v. 
Delamirié, Ashby v. White, Coggs v. Bernard, Collins v. 
Blantern, and Lampleigh v. Brathwait. 

6. The Common Law Procedure Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. 
c. 76, s. 1—33). 

LAW LECTURES.—Micnuaetmas Term, 1857. 


Prospectus of the Lectures to be delivered during the ensuing 
Educational Term, by the several Readers appointed by the 
Inns of Court :— 

ConstituTIONAL LAw AND LEGAL History. 

The Public Lectures to be delivered by the Reader on Con- 
stitutional Law and Legal History will comprise the following 
subjects :— 

The Reigns of George I. and George II.; the Progress of our Juris- 
prudence, the State Trials, and the Proceedings of Parliament. The 
Reader will then trace the Origin and Progress of our Constitution before 
the Reign of Henry VII. 

In his Private Classes the Reader will follow the same 
course. 

Booxs.—Tindal or Belsham’s History of George I. and George II. ; 
Kerr's Edition of Blackstone’s Commentaries, vols. 1 and 4; Annual 
Register during the Period; Hallam's Constitutional History; Statute 
Book; Bracton’s Treatise; Matthew Paris’ Reign of John; Reeves's 
History of the English Law, vol. 1; Sullivan's Lectures; Fortescue de 
Laudibus Legum Angliz, (Edition by Amos.) 

Equity. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to deliver, during the ensuing 
Educational Term, a course of six Lectures. 

1. On the Sources of English Law, the Origin of the Superior Courts, 
and the causes which influenced their System of Procedure. 

2. The History of the Court of Chancery. 

3. The Principles of Equity Pleading. 

4. The Jurisdiction of the Court over Infants. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to form two Private Classes 
—a Senior and Junior—according to the amount of prelimi- 
minary knowledge possessed by the Students; using, in the 
Junior, ‘“ Smith’s Manual of Equity Jurisprudence” as a text~ 
book ; and, in the Senior, examining the principal branches of 
Equitable Jurisdiction, with a frequent reference to cases; and 
also commencing the perusal of Lord Redesdale’s Treatise on 
Equity Pleadings. 

Law or Rea Property, &c. 


The Reader on the Law of Real Property proposes to deliver, 
in the ensuing Educational Term, a course of six Public Lec- 
tures on the following subjects :— 

1. The Devolution and Tr ission of Powers and Trusts for Sale. 

2. The Effect of Disclaimer by Trustees for Sale, and Donees of Powers 


of Sale. 
3. Conveyances and Assignments by Debtors to Trustees for the Benefit 


of Creditors. 

4, The Bankruptcy and Insolvency Acts, so far as they affect the Law 
of Real Property. 

In his Private Classes the Reader on Real Property Law will 
refer more particularly to the cases cited in the Public Lectures. 
He will also discuss the nature and quality of the different 
estates in land, and the common forms of assurance. 








JURISPRUDENCE AND THE Crvin Law. 


The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law proposes to 
deliver, in the ensuing Educational Term, a course of six Public 


Lectures on 

The Roman Law of Testaments and Legacies. He will treat incident- 
ally of the Early History of Wills and Testamentary Succession, as 
disclosed in the Ancient Roman and other Primitive Systems of Law ; 
the successive steps by which a Will obtained its present form and cha- 
racteristics; the relation of Testamentary to Intestate Succession ; the 
nature of Universal Successions, and their connection with other forms 
of Succession; and the principles which Modern Jurisprudence has 
derived from the Roman conceptions of a Will, an Inheritance, and a 
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The Reader will form a Junior Class, with which he will 
read the Commentaries of Gaius. The course will be strictly 
elementary, and the whole ground covered by the Roman 
Institutional Treatises will be traversed in the educational 
year. The Reader will also, if possible, form a Senior Class, 
with which he will read the Systema Juris Romani hodie Usitati 
of Mackeldey, beginning with the section on Obligations. 

Common Law. 

The Reader on Common Law proposes to deliver, during the 
Educational Term, six Public Lectures, as under :— 

Lectures 1 and 2 will indicate the method to be pursued in studying 
law as a science—will trace out its leading departments and subdivisions 
—and especially inquire respecting the importance of a knowledge of 
cases, and how they should be read and fixed in the memory. 

Lectures 3 and 4 will be devoted to an examination of various elemen- 
tary principles of our Common Law, and of the mode of applying them in 
practice, 

Lectures 5 and 6 will specify the tribunals by which our Common Law 
is administered, and the limits of their respective jurisdictions. 

With his Private Class the Reader will principally be 
engaged with the subjects included in Lectures 4—6 of the 
above programme—referring as well to decided cases as to the 
following books :—Smith’s Leading Cases, 4th edition; War- 
ren’s Introduction to Law Studies ; and Broom’s Commentaries 
on the Common Law. 


<> 
— 


Correspondence, 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
SPoLLeN’s TRIAL. 





The acquittal of Spollen, the suspected murderer of the un- 
fortunate Mr. G. S. Little, did not surprise those who are 
acquainted* with the difficulties which must beset any case 
founded on purely circumstantial evidence. It was quite clear, 
from the extraordinary circumstances attending the discovery 
of the stolen property, that the prisoner’s wife, who first fur- 
nished the clue to the police, had accurate knowledge of the 
identity of the criminal, whoever he might be; and it was 
equally clear that either her husband, or some person well 
known to her, was that criminal. Her declarations, although 
not receivable as evidence, naturally had their weight in attach- 
ing more than suspicion on the prisoner; and, with so strong 
a prima facie case against him, his defence was a diffi- 
cult task, but, as the event proved, a successful one. Some 
persons still believe that the prisoner’s wife had matured a 
frightful conspiracy against him; nor can the verdict of the 
jury be justified on any other ground than that this was also 
their belief. 

We think that this remarkable trial furnishes another proof 
of the increasing unwillingness of juries to convict in capital 
cases, and may well excuse the inquiry whether the extreme 
punishment should continue applicable where the evidence is 
merely circumstantial. It may fairly be asked whether it would 
not be an improvement in our criminal jurisprudence to reserve 
the punishment of death (as the Legislature is resolved to retain 
that mode of punishment) for criminals convicted on direct and 
unmistakeable testimony. It may, indeed, appear unjust to 
deal differently with criminals convicted of similar offences, but 
this might be the lesser evil after all. It is probably a greater 
evil that we see now in constant operation—viz. the acquittal 
of prisoners against whom the evidence is merely circumstan- 
tial, and whom juries are unwilling to condemn to the gallows, 
for fear lest it may afterwards turn out that some other person 
was the real criminal. 

In the present instance, the subsequent proceedings of the 
acquitted man have done more to prejudice the public mind 
against him than all the facts adduced in evidence at his trial. 
A morbid love of notoriety, combined with a desire for gain, 
have induced him to make a public exhibition of himself; 
but we are happy to add that very few of his fellow-citizens 
have the bad taste to patronise this unique entertainment. 
Those who have done so have put such unpalatable questions to 
their entertainer, that he found replies impossible, and will, it is 
to be hoped, be induced, for his own sake, to close his doors 
very speedily. Is it possible that the Executive Government 
have no power to put a stop to this revolting exhibition ? 
Dublin can boast of more police-magistrates and more police- 
men than any city of its size in the empire, and its police code 
is more stringent than that of any other place; it is therefore 
surprising, that, while publicans, car-drivers, and other classes 
are under hourly supervision, and are strictly proceeded against 
for every shadow of a violation of law, nothing can be done to 





——— 


preserve decorum at places of public entertainment. Even the 
Lord Chamberlain, whose jurisdiction is elsewhere so largely 
exercised, appears unable, or unwilling, to interfere with the 
programme of a suspected murderer. 

IncuMBERED Estates Court. 

Before leaving for the Long Vacation, the Commissioners of 
the Incumbered Estates Court have appointed several sales of 
very large estates to take place in the ensuing months of No- 
vember and December; and from the state of their lists there 
is no symptom whatever of falling off in the quantity of busi- 
ness transacted by them. ‘The estates (in the south-west) of 
the Marquis of Thomond, comprising several thousand statute 
acres, are to be sold in December. <A large property in Louth, 
belonging to the Marquis of Anglesey, is also to be disposed of 
about the same time. Several large and valuable estates in Tip- 
perary and adjacent counties, bought by the notorious specu- 
lator J. Sadleir, M.P., and afterwards mortgaged by him to the 
London and County Bank and other London companies, will 
also be sold, and will doubtless realise large prices. November 
and December are the favourite months for sales of large 
estates, on account of the intermediate Long Vacation, which 
affords to purchasers and others an opportunity of inspecting 
the estates so anpounced for sale. 


*.* In remarking on the property qualification required by 
law for a seat in the House of Commons, ante, p. 731, we in- 
advertently lost sight of the statute which now regulates the 
qualification—stat. 1 & 2 Vict. c. 48. Sect. 2. provides that no 
person shall be capable of being elected a member for any city 
or borongh in England or Ireland unless he shall be entitled, 
&e., to an estate in lands, &c., or unless he shall be possessed, &c., 
for his own life, or the life of another, or for a term of not less 
than thirteen years unexpired, of or to personal estate or effects, 
or the interest or dividends thereof, such personal estate, or in- 
terest, &c., producing the clear yearly sum of £300 over and 
above all incumbrances. 


PRACTICE OF PUBLIC BOARDS. 

To the Editor of Tue Soutcrrors’ Journat & Rerorter. 

Sir,—I presume it is not proposed to give legal opinions in your 
valuable journal; the inquiry which I am about to make, how- 
ever, I think will not come within the description of a legal 
opinion, and if you, or any of your readers who are familiar 
with the practice of public bodies, will furnish a reply, I for one 
shall be obliged. 

In the proceedings of a corporation formed under the provi- 
sions of a recent Act of Parliament, a resolution was passed to 
this effect—No “resolution of any meeting of this board shall 
be rescinded at any subsequent meeting without notice given at 
the meeting immediately preceding that at which the proposition 
to rescind shall be made, and that such intimation shall be 
given in the notices calling the meeting.” At a recent meeting 
of the board the following proceedings took place—' Moved by 
Mr. , seconded by Mr. , that the sum of £ be 
allowed for &c.” Show of hands taken— For the motion, 6; 
against, 8: motion lost.” 

The question I am desirous of having solved is this—Is it 
competent for the mover or seconder, or any other party, to put 
the same motion again without giving notice; or is the loss of a 
motion similar in effect to a resolution, and does it come within 
the terms of the resolution which I have transcribed in full ?— 
Yours obediently, A SUBSCRIBER, 











TESTAMENTARY AND DIVORCE BUSINESS. 
To the Editor of Tus Soxtcrrors’ JOURNAL & Reporter. 


S1r,—The attention of the profession should be immediately 
directed to the resolution moved last night by Mr. Bouverie in 
the House of Commons. If the effect of the resolution, or of 
the Bill to be founded upon it, be (as I understand it to be) that 
no attorney can practise in the Courts of Probate and Divorce 
without paying the same stamp duty, on being admitted, as is 
now payable by a person on being admitted a proctor, nor with- 
out taking out an annual certificate in addition to the certificate 
he has now to pay for, I take it that the alleged throwing open 
of the testamentary and divorce business is no better than “a 
delusion and a snare.”—Yours obediently, 

Manchester, August 19th, 1857. An AtTrornryY. 


[The question raised in the above letter will be set at rest by 
the following communication, which we have received from an 
excellent authority.—Eb. 8. J. & R.] 

By a new clause in the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Bill 
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(s. 61, as amended in committee) the stamp duty on the ad- 
mission of persons ‘as proctors”’ in the new courts is required 
to be paid, as well as the annual certificate duty. 

A question has been raised whether this will apply to at- 
torneys and solicitors, who, by this Bill and the Probate Bill, 
are expressly entitled to practise in both the new courts. We 
are informed, on authority on which we can rely, that this 
provision is intended to meet the case of “ registrars and deputy 
registrars” who are entitled to be admitted as proctors and as 
attorneys and solicitors, and who may not have paid the ad- 
mission duty. The clause will also apply to attorneys and 
solicitors or proctors who, if they confined their practice to the 
new courts, might evade the payment of the annual certificate 
duty under the existing Acts. 

The clause in question, however, only imposes the stamp 
duty on persons admitted as proctors. The attorneys and soli- 
citors of the courts of law and equity will practise as attorneys 
and solicitors in the new courts, and not as proctors, and will 
require no admission as proctors. Under the regulations of the 
Court they may probably be required to sign the roll, but no 
stamp duty can be required. So long as the taxes on the larger 
branch of the profession are continued, it is but fair that all 
who practise in any of the courts should pay the like stamp 
duties. 





“ASSIGNING COUNSEL TO PRISONERS.” 

To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 

Srr,—I have read your leader under this heading in your 
thirty-second number, and must beg of you, before you say any- 
thing more on this head, to endeavour to prevail on the Crown 
to allow better costs to attorneys conducting prosecutions, as, to 
use your own words, “the existing system throws criminal busi- 
ness into the hands of a low class of practitioners.” What will 
the profession say to this ?— 

Some little time since I was retained to prosecute a man for 
cutting another with a hook, with intent, &c. (a very serious 
case), at the assizes at Exeter. My trouble amounted to this— 
The preparing of a brief (four sheets); travelling to Exeter, 
thirty miles from my residence, and staying there four days, 
preparing for and awaiting the trial; for which I was allowed 
by Mr. Gurney the magnificent sum of one guinea! 

I have never conducted a prosecution since, although many 
have been offered me.—Very truly yours, 


South Molton, Aug. 17, 1857. J.J. SHAPLAND. 





ATTORNEYS AS SURROGATES. 
To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ Journat & REPORTER. 


S1r,—Before the Probate Bill becomes law, I do not imagine 
that it will be out of place through your columns to suggest a 
clause for the appointment of attorneys as surrogates through- 
out England. I do not apprehend it will be for me to show or 
discuss the question as to the competency of attorneys in com- 
parison with clergymen, for it is too palpable; but I have per- 
sonally, with some of my clients, experienced considerable in- 
convenience from the absence or illness of the clerical surrogates 
in my neighbourhood ; and I think it a question well worthy of 
the consideration of the promoters of this measure, and, before 
the Bill becomes law, a clause might very well be introduced 
empowering attorneys to act as surrogates for the purpose of 
administering oaths, on probate being made, in the same manner 
as attorneys are, in all superior courts, enabled to take affidavits; 
but the power might be restricted to attorneys who are strangers, 
or are not in any way concerned in the probate or administra- 
tion. Iam sure the inconvenience would be materially lessened, 
if not avoided entirely, by the affidavits being taken before an 
attorney other than the gentleman engaged in the business pro- 
fessionally, so that there might be no fear of collusion.—I am, 
Sir, yours respectfully, Joun Nurse CHADWICK. 

King’s Lynn, Aug. 16, 1857. 


<> 
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Parliamentary Proceedings. 








HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Aug. 14. 
DeELAyYs In CHANCERY Suvtts. 
Lord Sr. Leonarps presented a petition from a party to a 
suit in Chancery, complaining that, although the proceedings 


had been instituted in 1833, no judgment had as yet been given 
in the case. E 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, with respect to the particular 








ease, this was the first time he had heard of it; but the state- 
ments in the petition should be inquired into. In reference to 
the general state of the business of the Court of Chancery, he 
did not believe it ever was in so satisfactory a state before. 
Where there were now one or two arrears, there used to be 
hundreds. He believed, that, although there was no deficiency 
in the number of judges, there was a deficiency in the necessary 
official staff of clerks in the judges’ offices. He did not mean 
to say that he intended to increase that staff, but he should pro- 
bably institute some inquiry with respect to it. 


Tue Law or Domicre. 

Lord Sr. LEonARDS drew attention to the present unsatis- 
factory state of the law of domicile, and particularly to its 
operation upon wills. 

Lorp CAMPBELL said, that, although he had been studying 
the law of domicile for upwards of forty years, he positively did 
not know where his own domicile was, whether in Scotland, 
Ireland, or in England, as he had property in all three countries, 
and resided about two-fifths of the year in Scotland. He 
thought reform with respect to this subject was absolutely 
necessary. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR thought that at present, at all 
events, any alterations in the law would be productive of more 
evil than good. 

Monday, August 17. 


The Royal assent was given to the Attorneys and Solicitors 
(Colonial Courts) Bill, Summary Proceedings before Justices 
of the Peace Bill, Municipal Corporations Bill, and the Fraudu- 
lent Trustees Bill. 


Joint-Stock CompaniEs BILL. 


The Commons’ amendments to this Bill were considered. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said that this Bill had been amended 
in the other House in the first place by providing that the 
dividend of 2s. in the pound should not be given up. To this 
amendment he offered no opposition, for he was informed that 
the judgments were taken for the amount of the debts less the 
2s. But the amendment went on to enact, “ that no proceedings 
should be taken upon the judgments without the leave of the 
Court of Chancery.” To this proviso he must certainly object. 
He therefore moved to disagree with this portion of the Commons’ 
amendment, and to reinsert the words which had been passed 
by that House. 

Lord St. Leonarps disagreed with the course proposed by 
the Lord Chancellor, believing that the Commons’ amendments 
could work no possible injustice, for the judgment creditor would 
have to go to a court of equity before he could enforce his 
judgment. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said that the effect of a judgment 
in Ireland being equivalent to a mortgage of the land of the 
judgment debtor, it was thought only just that the judgment 
creditor having thus taken that land, should be restrained from 
going against other property of the shareholders. The House 
divided—For the motion, 11; against it, 9: majority, 2. 


Tuesday, Aug. 18. 
ProBATES AND LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION BILL. 


On the order of the day for considering the Commons’ 
amendments to this Bill, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, the main features of the Bill 
had not been changed in the House of Commons, but the 
provision confining the jurisdiction of the district courts to non- 
contentious cases in which property below the value of £1,500 
was involved had been altered in such a manner as to give 
these courts jurisdiction in all cases, whatever might be the 
amount of property, provided there was no contest as to the 
validity of the will, and the testator died within the district. 
That House also had determined that the exclusive privileges 
of proctors should be abolished, and that all solicitors and 
attorneys should be admitted to a share of the business, and had 
decided that the proctors should receive a large compensation. 
It would be idle now to discuss that question, but he had at 
several stages of the Bill expressed his opinion that the 
diminution of practice was not a legitimate ground for com- 
pensation. ‘These were the main changes made by the House 
of Commons, but a number of minor alterations had also been 
effected :—It had been decided by the Commons that the 
appeal from the decisions of the county court judges should be 
to the Court of Probate itself, and he should ask their Lordships 
to add to that change, in mercy to the parties themselves, that 
such appeal should be final. With respect to the procedure of 
the court, it was thought in the other House that the framing 
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of the rules should be concurrent with the coming into existence 
of the new court. A change had also been made in the pro- 
cedure, by allowing the judge of the Court of Probate, when 
questions of fact were to be tried by a jury, a discretion to try 
them before himself, or to send them to be tried by another 
court. It was quite obvious that the adoption of these amend- 
ments was essential to the passing of the Bill, and he therefore 
moved to agree,‘with some verbal alterations, to the amendments 
of the Commons. 

Lord Wynrorp expressed his opposition to the amendment 
extending the jurisdiction of the district courts, and hoped their 
Lordships would refuse their assent to it. 

Lord St. Leonarps was greatly surprised that the House 
of Commons should have consented to give to the proctors 
compensation to the amount of £100,000 a year. The prin- 
ciple of this Bill with regard to compensation would be here- 
after referred to in favour of improper, wanton, and unnecessary 
compensation. 

Lord CAmpBEtt said, that although he did not approve the 
whole of the Bill, yet, taking it all in all, he thought that it 
would be a great boon to the country. With regard to the 
question of compensation, he had always held the opinion, that, 
wherever by an improvement in the law an office was abolished, 
there ought to be compensation. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, that, with regard to compensa- 
tion, he believed that its probable amount was considerably 
over-stated at £100,000. The proctors now received what was 
called the “proctor’s fee” on every probate. That fee would 
eventually be abolished; but he was afraid a portion of it 
would have to be retained for a time to meet this claim for 
compensation. —The Commons’ amendments, with certain verbal 
alterations, were agreed to. 

Thursday, August 20. 
Drvorce AND MArrmontAt Causes B11. 

Lord REDESDALE gave notice that he should move, when the 
Bill came before them, that the Commons’ amendments be con- 
sidered that day three months. 

Lord CAmpBe.t said, that it would be a great national 
calamity if the Bill were not passed this session. 

Lord Wynrorp said it was very objectionable that the Bill 
should be passed in the absence of all the bishops. 

Jomr Stock Companres Act AMENDMENT BILL. 

This Bill passed through Committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, August 14. 
Divorce AND Marrimon1AL Causes Bin. 

The debate on the 25th clause was resumed. . This clause, 
with clauses 26 and 27, were agreed to. 

PROBATE IN THE THREE KINGDOMS. 

The ATroRNEY-GENERAL, in reply to a question put by Mr. 
HApFIELD, said that a clanse extending English probate to 
Ireland, and Irish probate to England, would be introduced 
into the Irish Probate Bill. With respect to Scotland the dif- 
ference in the law was very great, and it was therefore not his 
intention at present to propose that the Scotch confirmation 
should be operative in England or Ireland. That must be a 
matter for future consideration. 

Jomnt-Stock Companies (Act 1856) AmeNDMENT BULL. 

This Bill was read a third time. 

Mr. Matrns objected to the Bill’s passing, unless certain words 
were inserted to exclude insurance companies from its operation 
which were established before the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110. 

Mr. Writson said that it was intended that words to the 
effect required should be inserted in the Lords. 

The Bill then passed. 

TrusTEEs Rewer Act. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

CuarrraBLte Trusts Acts ConTINUANCE B11. 

This Bill passed through committee. 


Sauaries oF County Court JUDGES. 

Sir F. Ketiy gave notice that he should next session move 
an address to her Majesty praying that the salaries of county 
court judges may thenceforth be fixed at £1,500 per annum. 

Monday, August 17. 
Divorce AND MarrimoniAL CaAusEs BIL. 
The committee on this Bill was resumed with clause 28 ; 





which, with clauses to 52 inclusive, were, during the morning 
and evening sittings, agreed to. 
Trustees Revier Bru. 

Mr. WALroLe moved that the House resolve itself into 
committee on this Bill. 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL objected, on the ground that the 
House had not sufficient time to consider it, and stated that it 
was his intention to introduce a comprehensive measure on the 
subject next session, 

Mr. WaALroLe consented to withdraw the Bill, 

JuDGMENTS B11, 

This Bill was committed pro forma. 

Tuesday, Aug. 18. 

Divorce AND MArrimontau Causes (Stamre Dvuttss). 

The following resolutions proposed by Mr. Wilson were 
agreed to :— 

“That the same amount of stamp duty as is now payable on the admis. 
sion of a proctor to any ecclesiastical court shall he payable by every 
person to be admitted as a proctor in the Court of Divorce and Matri. 
monial Causes, or in the Court of Probate, who shall not have been 
previously admitted as a proctor in the other of such courts, or in an 
Ecclesiastical or Admiralty Court, and have paid the stamp duty in 
respect thereof.” 

“That every person who shall practise as a proctor or as a solicitor or 
attorney in the said Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, or the said 
Court of Probate, shall obtain an annual certificate to authorise bim so to 
do under the Stamp Duty Acts, in the same manner as proctors practis- 
ing in the Ecclesiastical or Admiralty Courts, and solicitors and attorneys 
practising in her Majesty’s Courts at Westminster, are now required to do 
by the said Acts, or any of them,” 

Divorce AND MarrmonraL Causes Bin, 

The following proviso of the Attorney-General was added to 
clause 53, after a lengthened discussion, and several amendments, 
which were negatived or withdrawn :—“ Provided always, that 
no clergyman in holy orders, of the United Church of England 
and Ireland, shall be compelled to solemnise the marriage of 
any person whose former marriage may have been dissolved on 
the ground of his or her adultery, or shall be liable to any suit, 
penalty, or censure for solemnising, or refusing to solemnise, 
the marriage of any such person,” 

Mr. WiGcRAM moved a proviso prohibiting the marriage of 
the adulterous parties ; which was negatived. 

On clause 24, which abolishes the action for crim. con., Mr. I. 
Burr moved to omit the clause. He said that it was admitted that 
at the close of the last century, the speeches of Erskine and Lord 
Kenyon, and the verdicts of juries in suits of this kind, had 
powerfully contributed to check the crime of adultery, which 
was then more common than it has been since. When they 
had made adultery a criminal offence it would be time to abolish 
this action, but till then he hoped it would be retained. 

On a division the clause was allowed to stand, The remaining 
clauses of the Bill were agreed to. 

On the motion of the ArrorNeEY-GENERAL the following 
clauses were added to the BIll :— 

* All persons admitted to practise as advocates or proctors respectively 
in any ecclesiastical court in England, and all barristers, attornies, and 
solicitors entitled to practise in the Superior Courts at Westminster, shall 
be entitled to practise in the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes; 
and such advocates and barristers shall have the same relative rank and 
precedence which they now have in the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, unless and until her Majesty shall otherwise order.” 

“A sentence of judicial separation (which shall have the effect of a 
divorce & mensé et thoro under the existing law, and such other legal 
effect as herein mentioned) may be obtained, either by the husband or 
the wife, on the ground of adultery, or cruelty, or desertion without 
cause for two years and upwards,” 

The AtrrorNEY-GENERAL, in moving clause 18, said he felt 
that he was precluded by a former decision of the committee 
from adopting the county court, and had therefore to resort to 
such tribunals as remained—viz. the itinerant judges of assize, 
the court of quarter sessions, and the courts of the recorders of 
cities and boroughs. But it had since been intimated to him 
that the courts of quarter sessions were not properly constituted 
for conducting this nice and delicate jurisdiction, and therefore, 
although he proposed in the clause to leave jurisdiction in this 
matter to the courts of quarter sessions, he now proposed to 
amend that part of the clause by substituting for those courts 
the courts of the recorders in cities and boroughs. 

Mr. MA ays said it would be impossible for the assize judges 
to form an opinion as to how long such cases would last, and it 
was doubtful whether they could dispose of the business. Even 
as to the recorders a delay of three months would take place 
between each sitting; and as many of them were young 
unmarried men, he doubted, taking the average of them, 
whether they had sufficient experience to be entrusted with a 
jurisdiction such as that proposed. The commissioners of 
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lunacy tried cases with juries; would it not be best to send 
down special commissioners to try the cases under this Act, and 
report to the court ? 

The AtrorNEY-GENERAL reminded the committee that 
besides the judges at Nisi Prius there were commissioners, 
consisting of seven counsel and serjeants-at-law ; and what he 
proposed was that any of these commissioners might act. A 
special person might be selected from amongst the commis- 
sioners, aud appointed to hear any number of these divorce cases 
that might arise. With regard to the service of the petition, 
that difficulty might be obviated by directing that it should be 
sent up to the judges of assize a certain number of days before 
the sitting of the court, and sealed with the seal of the court ; 
and in that way the respondent might be brought up to answer. 
In regard to the suggestion of the quarter sessions having the 
jurisdiction, he had no objection to adopt it, and to allow the 
chairman of quarter sessions to take these petitions, sitting pro 
hic vice as the judge. He proposed to move an amendment, to 
enable the judge to refer the hearing of petitions of this nature 
to any barrister named in the commission, and to empower the 
judge to make such appointment, and also to introduce words 
giving jurisdiction to the chairman of quarter sessions, as being 
the best local tribunal available. 

Mr, S. FirzGerap suggested that the assistant chairman, 
as well as the chairman of quarter sessions, should have power 
to deal with these cases. 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL assented. 

The clause as amended was read a second time. 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL then moved a clause declaring that 
every person who at the time of the passing of the Act had been 
duly admitted and was practising as a proctor in any ecclesias- 
tical court in England, should, at the expiration of two years 
from and after the commencement of the Act, be entitled to 
claim compensation from the Treasury ; such compensation to 
be calculated on the average clear gains of the last three years, 
to be awarded by way of annuity, and in no case to exceed 
one-half of the annual loss. 

Mr. Hentey wished to know why the parties most interested 
—namely, the officers—-were not dealt with in the same manner 
as the proctors. 

The ArTroRNEY-GENERAL said it had been uniformly repre- 
sented to him that if the chancellors and officers of the inferior 
diocesan courts were compensated in respect of the testamentary 
business, they would be perfectly satisfied.. As regarded the 
proctors, it never was intended that compensation should be 
granted to them on the same principle under this Bill, as under 
the Testamentary Bill, The latter Bill took away from them 
business which they had; while this Bill gave them a new 
description of business, and took nothing from them. 

A clause to precede clause 55, containing the resolutions of 
the committee as to Stamp Duties (given above) was agreed to, 
Wednesday, Aug. 19. 

IMPRISONMENT FOR DEprt, 

Mr, Haprretp asked whether it was the intention of the 
Government to introduce in the ensuing session any measure 
for the abolition of imprisonment for debt which had been 
contracted without fraud. 

Sir G. Grey said that the subject was under consideration, 
but he could make no promise. 


Divorce AND MarrimoniAL Causes B11. 


The Arrornry-GENERAL brought up a clause which he pro- 
prosed to substitute for clause 8, relating to the constitution of 
the court. It was to the effect that the Lord Chancellor, the 
Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench, the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, the Chief Baron 


of the Court of Exchequer, the senior puisne judge for the time | 


being of each of the above-mentioned courts, and the judge of 
the Court of Probate, should be the judges of the new court. 
The hon. and learned gentleman remarked that the only alter- 
ation was the addition of the senior puisne judge of cach of the 
three courts in common law.—The clause was agreed to. 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL submitted another clause, em- 
powering the judge of assize or any other person named in the 
commission of assize or Nisi Prius, the chairman or assistant- 
chairman of quarter sessions, and the recorder, who were the 
judges nominated to exercise the local jurisdiction created by 
the Bill, to impanel juries and hear and determine petitions pre- 
cisely as the court itself would be able to do, and also providing 
that the orders of such local tribunals should be entered and 
treated in every respect as if they had been originally made by 
the court. 





Mr, Henry did not see what machinery was provided for 
the local tribunals. ’ 

Mr. Ayrton remarked that the court of assize was a court 
pro hée vice only, and until the commission was opened no steps 
could be taken. 

Mr. S. FirzGEraup thought it would be objectionable to give 
the decision in matters of fact to quarter sessions, when any 
number of magistrates might attend. 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL said he would withdraw this clause, 
and upon the report would re-introduce the original clause, 
taking care to insert such words as would make the whole ma- 
chinery of the courts of assize and quarter sessions applicable 
for business to be done in consequence of this Bill.—The clause 
was then withdrawn. 

The Arrorney-GENERAL next proposed a felause providing 
that a husband might petition for damages to be paid by the 
person who had committed adultery with the petitioner’s wife. 
The claim so made should be tried in the same manner and upon 
the same principles as the existing action for crim. con. ; and if 
damages were recovered upon the verdict of a jury, the Court 
should have power to direct in what manner they should be 
applied, whether settled upon children, or for the maintenance 
of the wife, or in any other manner. 

Mr. Maurys observed that ‘the clause was a complete substi- 
tute for the old action of crim. con. 

Sir J. @RELAWNEY inquired whether the same publicity 
which had hitherto been allowed in actions of crim. con., and 
had been much complained of, would be permitted under this 
Bill ? 

Mr. Matis hoped that there would be no attempt at secret 
tribunals in cases of this kind, however objectionable the pub- 
lication of the details might be. 

The clause was agreed to, and added to the Bill. 

The Arrorney-GENERAL proposed a clause to the effect that, 
when any clergyman of the Church of England should refuse 
to perform the marriage ceremony between persons who but for 
such refusal would be entitled to the performance of that cere~ 
mony, then it should be lawful for any other minister of the 
Church of England licensed within the diocese in which the 
parties resided, to perform such ceremony. 

Mr. Mauuss said, it would be highly repugnant to the feel- 
ings of the clergy to open their churches for the performance of 
the marriage ceremony in cases where they could not perform 
it themseives. He objected, therefore, to the compromise now 
proposed. If any difficulty should arise as to the celebration 
of these marriages, that difficulty might be met by a short Act 
at some future time. 

After much discussion, the committee divided, and the 
numbers were—for the clause, 73; against it, 33: majority, 40. 

The clause was then read a second time, and added to the 
Bill. 

The Lords’ amendments to the following Bills were consi- 
dered, and agreed to:—Marriep Women’s REVERSIONARY 
InrerEst Bri1, and the Jomvr Stock Compantes Bin. 


Thursday, Aug. 20. 
Divorce AND MatrimontAt Causes Bin. 


On the order for considering this Bill as amended, the Ar- 
TORNEY-GENERAL moved to leave out clause 18 (added in Com- 
mittee), and to substitute the following :— 


“ Application for restitution of conjugal rights or for judicial separa- 
tion on any oue of the grounds aforesaid may be made either by husband 
or wife, by petition to the court, or to any judge of assize at the assizes 
held for the county in which the husband and wife reside or last resided 
together, or to the court of quarter sessions of the peace held for the 
county or borough in which the husband and wife are or were last resi- 
dent, and which judge of assize and courts of quarter sessions respectively 
are hereby authorised and required to hear and determine such petition 
according to the rules and regulations which shall be made under the 
authority of this Act, and the court or judge to which such petition is 
addressed, on being satisfied of the truth of the allegations therein con- 
tained, and that there is no legal ground why the same should not be 
granted, may decree such judicial separation accordingly, and where the 
application is by the wife, may make any order for alimony which shall 
be deemed just; provided, always, that any judge of assize to whom such 
petition shall be presented may refer the same to any of her Majesty's 
counsel or serjeant-at-law named in the commission of assize or Wisi 
Prius, and such counsel or serjeant shall, for the purpose of deciding upon 
the matters of such petition, have all the powegs that any such judge 
would have had by virtue of this Act or otherwise.” 


The motion was agreed to. 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved to insert after clause 18, 
the following :— 

“For the purpose of hearing and deciding all applications under the 
authority of this Act, the judge of assize, or person nominated by him as 
aforesaid, and also the courts of quarter sessions for any county, district, 
or borough, shall respectively be entitled to avail themselves of the 
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services of all officers, and use and exercise all powers and authorities 
which the court of assize and courts of quarter sessions respectively may 
employ, use, and exercise, for the determination of causes and other 
matters now usually heard and decided by them respectively ; and the 
said judge of assize or other person, and courts of quarter sessions re- 
spectively, shall also, for the purpose, have and be entitled to exercise all 
the powers and authorities hereby given to the Court for the hearing and 
deciding applications made to it; and also the powers hereby given to 
the Court to make provision touching the custody, maintenance, and 
education of children, and every order made by any judge of assize, or 
other person, or any court of quarter sessions, under the authority of 
this Act, may, on the application of the person obtaining the same, be 
entered as an order of the Court, and, when so entered, shall have the 
same force and effect, and be enforced in the same manner, as if such 
order had een originally made by the Court. The Court shall, from time 
to time, fix and regulate the fees which shall be payable upon all pro- 
ceedings under any application to a judge of assize or court of quarter 
sessions or magistrates under this Act; and such fees shall be received in 
money, for their own benefit, by the persons to whom, or for whose use, 
the same shall be directed to be paid.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

The ATTroRNEY-GENERAL brought up a clause in lieu of 
clause 19, protecting the separate property and earnings of a 
married woman whose husband had been guilty of adultery. 

Mr. Henury asked whether the clause gave sufficient protec- 
tion to the earnings of a wife, as against the husband or his 
creditors ? 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL said, in case of seizure by the 
husband himself, the magistrate’s order, as provided by this 
clause, making the wife a_feme sole, coupled with a resort to the 
Court of Chancery, would be a sufficient protection. There was 
a technical difficulty in the way of giving the wife the right of 
proceeding, by action, against her husband. In case of attack 
by a creditor or assignee of the husband, the wife could have an 
action for the recovery of her property, if under £50, in the 
county court, and above that sum in the superior courts. 

The clause was agreed to, after much discussion. 

On clause 30, words were introduced giving the court power 
to make interim orders for alimony pending the investigation of 
a petition. 

The report was then agreed to. 


Friday, Aug. 21. 


The Divorce anp MAtTrimontAL CAusEes Bity was read a 
third time and passed, 





PRIVATE BILLS.—(From a Correspondent.) 
MeErsEY CoNSERVANCY. 

This Bill has at last passed the committee in the House of 
Lords; though, as was before stated in a previous number of 
this paper, their Lordships have materially altered the principle 
of the original Bill, by awarding compensation to the Corpora- 
tion of Liverpool in respect of their confiscated rights. That 
amount of compensation is fixed by the Bill at no less a sum 
than £1,500,000. The main grievance which was put forward, 
from time to time, by the large importers of goods at Liverpool 
(who principally consisted of the Manchester cotton-spinners) 
was, that Town Dues were levied on all goods not belonging to 
the freemen of the port, or to resident freemen of London, Bris- 
tol, Waterford, or Wexford, which Town Dues amounted to an 
enormous revenue, and were applied to the improvement of the 
city of Liverpool, and did not, in any way, benefit the port. 

There was a peculiar circumstance connected with this Bill— 
viz. no solicitor’s name appeared on the back of it. The Town 
Clerk of Manchester ostensibly appeared as the solicitor in 
charge of it. And although no concealment was made of the 
fact that the Great Western Railway Company, whose terminus 
is at Birkenhead, were much interested in the success of the 
measure, still the secret was preserved until the Bill was in 
committee in the Lords, when it transpired that the Great 
Western Company were at the sole expense of promoting the 
Bill. That Company had a great stake in the Bill as it passed 
the Commons, inasmuch as they obtained powers to hold land at 
Birkenhead, contiguous to the docks there. The Bill, as it will 
pass into a law, is settled as follows:—A board, to be called 
the “Mersey Dock and Harbour Board,” is to be formed. 
The Birkenhead Docks, Liverpool Docks, the powers of levying 
tolls enjoyed at present by the Corporation of Liverpool, the 
Liverpool Dock Committee, and Liverpool Dock Trustees re- 
spectively, are to be transferred to the Board. The powers of 
the Pilotage Commissioners, and the Town and Anchorage Dues, 
heretofore enjoyed by the Corporation of Liverpool, are also to 
be transferred, as well as the Conservancy of the Mersey; so 
that, instead of half-a-dozen tribunals, there will be one public 
body who will be responsible for the management of the Mersey 
Navigation and Docks at Liverpool and Birkenhead. 





The Great Western Company failed in obtaining land at Bir- 
kenhead. 

Sir James Graham, as chairman of the committee in the 
Commons, has taken charge of the new Bill, and will, no doubt, 
insure its receiving the Royal assent. The Bill sanctioned by 
the Lords was so materially altered that it has become neces- 
sary to re-introduce a Bill pro forma, and pass it through both 
Houses. This concludes the private business of the session. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SESSION. 


The late session has, as regards the amount of work, been 
beyond the usual average; and, looking at the measures intro- 
duced and passed, the general style of business has assumed the 
appearance of ‘solid legislation,” and has been divested of the 
wild speculative taint which has since the railway mania year 
by year gradually disappeared 

At the commencement of the first session 249 Bills were 
introduced, 130 of which related to railways, and 97 autho- 
rised new works. Of these ninty-seven Bills, forty-six related 
to works projected by new companies, and fifty-one to works by 
existing companies. The remaining Railway Bills related to 
amalgamations, leases, running powers, and capital. 

On the commencement of the second session, after the new Par- 
liament met, twenty-four of these Railway Bills had either met an 
adverse fate in standing committee, or were withdrawn. About 
ninety of these Bills will have received the Royal assent as soon 
as Parliament rises, and (inclusive of Estate Bills) the number 
of Bills altogether which will have received the Royal assent 
will be about 160. Several of the great English railway 
companies have been involved in parliamentary litigation. 
The South-Western Company was involved in a protracted 
struggle with a new Broad Gauge Company, which endeavoured 
to extend their system to Southampton, in which the promoters 
of the new scheme failed. The South-Eastern Railway Company, 
with the East Kent Company, successfully contested in the 
Commons the right of making a new line between Dartford and 
London, and lost the ground they had obtained in the Commons 
by an adverse decision in the House of Lords; so the country 
is still open for another year. The Great Western Company 
had a monster quarrel with the Corporation of Liverpool over 
the Mersey Conservancy case, and also with the North-Western 
in the Shropshire Union Railway and Canal Bill, in both of 
which they failed. 

The Great Northern and North-Western came in collision 
over the Lancaster, Carlisle, and Ingledon Railway Bill, and, 
after several days in Committee, a decision was arrived at 
favourable to the last-named company. 

No particular measure for making a railway in the suburbs 
of London was carried. The Richmond and Kew Railway Bill 
was thrown out in the Lords, and the South London was with- 
drawn in the Commons. Power was obtained to abandon the 
Clapham and Norwood Railway ; so that, by the legislation for 
metropolitan railways, a branch has been cut off the tree by the 
abandonment of one railway. 

The Brighton Company have succeeded in supporting the 
Mid-Sussex Company through both Houses of Parliament, and 
thereby extended their own line from Horsham to Petworth, 
and have been unsuccessful in preventing the Wimbledon and 
Dorking Company from bringing Epsom in immediate connec- 
tion with Waterloo Terminus vid Wimbledon and the South- 
Western Railway. 

The Eastern Counties was threatened by a dangerous adver- 
sary in the shape of the Tilbury, Maldon, and Colchester Rail- 
way Company, who projected a scheme for getting to Col- 
chester independent of the Eastern Counties Railway. A 
compromise, however, was effected without an opposition, and 
the new company withdrew their Bill. 

In the large mineral traflic district the Ely Tidal Harbour 
and Railway Bill occasioned a session of many days, during 
which the Clive and Bute families respectively disputed the 
dock rights at Cardiff. This matter was ultimately arranged, 
and clauses agreed on by both parties. The Taff Vale Railway 
Company, and the freighters by that Jine, also occupied the 
Committee several days in settling their quarrel, which also ter- 
minated in a mutual settlement. 

The Caledonian, Deeside, and Monkland Railway Companics 
respectively obtained powers to make branches and extensions on 
the other side of the Tweed; and from the other side of the 
Channel the Great Southern and Western Railway Company, 
and the Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Company, 
sustained the longest Irish contest. 

It is impossible to give more than the outline of the main 
features of some of the important cases. We must, how- 
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ever, not overlook two or three cases which do not relate to 
railways. Amongst these the Liverpool contest over the Mersey 
Conservancy Bill stands pre-eminent. The Drainage Bills also, 
peculiar to the Norfolk, Suffolk, and Bedford districts—viz. the 
North Level Drainage and Nene Valley Drainage Bills—shared 
opposite fates. The former was passed after a long contest; 
the latter was rejected by the Committee, to the amazement of 
promoters and opponents, some of whom prophesied dolefully of 
winter floods, owing to powers not being obtained for executing 
works forthwith. 

The Tweed Fisheries Bill, also, although looked on as a 
great boon by the upper proprietors of the Tweed as the 
salvation of the breed of salmon, is regarded by the 
lower proprietors as an infringement of their rights. It is 
a very important measure; the effect of it being, that the 
time and mode of netting salmon is limited by the Act, so as to 
prevent the little fish being poached on their way to the sea. 
It was proved by the evidence that salmon grow five or six 
pounds, when young, in three months, and that the greediness 
of the lower proprietors in stopping the fish in transitu to the 
sea was an incalculable loss to the fisheries. 

Several Roads Bills were passed, and Bills of minor local in- 
terest, but we have noticed such of the most prominent schemes 
as our space would allow. 

<> 


> a 
Births, Marriages, anv Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

GOODGER—On Aug. 18, at Middlesbro’, the wife of J. S. Goodger, Esq., 
Solicitor, of a son. 

SARGEAUNT—On Aug. 12, at Irthlingborough-house, Higham Ferrers, 
the wife of John B. Sargeaunt, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at- 
Law, of a son. 

VILLIERS—On Aug. 14, at Winchmore-hill, the wife of John F. Villiers, 
Barrister-at-Law, prematurely, of a daughter, stillborn. 

MARRIAGES. 

HELDER—JACKSON—On Aug. 18, at St. James’s, Whitehaven, by the 
Rey. John Robinson, Rector of Bowness, Augustus Helder, of White- 
haven, Solicitor, second son of George Helder, of Gt. James-street, 
Bedford-row, London, Solicitor, to Elizabeth, only daughter of the late 
William Jackson, Esq., of Whitehaven. 

LEGG—IVALL—On Aug. 18, at the parish church, Kensington, by the 
Rey. Francis Helder, B.A., Frederick Augustus, third son of George 
Legg, Esq., of Gray’s-inn, and Oakley-square, Chelsea, to Kate, youngest 
daughter of the late David Ivall, Esq., of Blomfield-road, Maida-hill. 

PATCHETT—BUCKMASTER—On Aug. 12, at the parish church, Henley- 
on-Thames, by the Rev. Francis Holland Addams, M.A., Incumbent of 
St. Peter's, Notting-hill, assisted by the Rev. Henry Benson, M.A., 
Senior Curate of Henley-on-Thames, William Patchett, Esq. B.A., 
Barrister-at-Law, to Clara, daughter of the late William Buckmaster, 
Esq., of Kensington. 

SOMERSET—DASHWOOD—On Aug. 18, at St. James’s Church, by the 
Rev. Berkeley Stanhope, Granville Robert Henry Somerset, Barrister- 
at-Law, eldest son of the late Right Hon. Lord Granville Somerset, to 
Emma, second daughter of Sir George Dashwood, Bart., of Kirtlington- 
park, Oxfordshire. 

STUART—MELLO—On Aug. 12, at All Saints’ Church, Hertford, by the 
Rey. Oswald J. Howell, William George Stuart, of Gray’s-inn, London, 
Esq., to Susan Charlotte, second daughter of William Mello, Esq., of 
Little Amwell, Herts. 

VINCENT—MASSEY—On Aug. 13, at St. Marylebone Church, by his 
father, the Rev. Edward Vincent, M.A., Vicar of Rowde, Wilts, John 
Vincent, Esq., of the Middle Temple, to Catherine Mary Anne, only 
daughter of the late John Massey, Esq., of Brunswick-place, Regent’s- 





park, 

YOUNG—HALE—On Aug. 18, at the Chapel of the Charterhouse, by the 
Rey. John G. Hale, M.A., the Rev. Frederick Young, M.A., Rector of 
Pett, near Hastings, son of Henry Young, Esq., of Russell-square, and 
Sudbury-grove, Harrow, to Anne, elder daughter of the Ven. W. H. 
Hale, Archdeacon of London and Master of the Charterhouse. 

DEATHS 

BENNETT—On Aug. 17, at his residence, 23 Hunter-street, Brunswick- 
square, Foundling Hospital, Thomas Bennett, Esq., Solicitor, in the 
74th year of his age. 

CROSS—On Aug. 14, in his 15th year, Robert, the third son of Mr. Cross, 
Solicitor, Prescot. 

HOUGH—On Aug. 14, at Oakham, Henry Hough, Esq., Solicitor, aged 56 
years, 

JONES—On Aug. 4, at Glanhonddu, in the county of Brecon, in the 71st 
year of his age, John Jones, Esq., for many years Chairman of Quarter 
Sessions for that county. 

OLIVER—On Aug. 14, at 23 Fitzroy-square, in her 5th year, Mary, the 
third daughter of Lionel Oliver, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister- 
at-Law. 

ROBY—On Aug. 16, at Gt. Stanmore, Middlesex, Louise, eldest daughter 
of the late John Henry Roby, Esq., Solicitor, of Chancery-la., in the 
9th year of her age. 

WIGHT—On Aug. 18, at 13 Russell-place, Fitzroy-square, Louisa, the be- 
loved wife of Thomas Wight, Esq., aged 57. 


<> 


= 
Unclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months:— 

BasireE, Mary, Widow, Chigwell-row, Essex, £300 Reduced.—Claimed 
by Mary Basing. 





CocHkaANE, Ann, Spinster, Burr-st., East Smithfield, £25 Consols.— 
Claimed by WiILL1am Cocuray, the administrator. 

Suaw, BENJAMIN, Esq., Clapham, Surrey, and Henry Waymovta, Esq., 
Bryanstone-sq., £165 : 1 : 4 Consols—Claimed by Saran THOKPE 
Storey, wife of James Hamitton Srorey, administratrix of Henry 
Wayouts, the survivor. 

Tipy, Sukey, Widow, Royal-lodge, Windsor, £150 New 3 per Cents.— 
Claimed by Sukry Tipy. 

Wess, James, PauL Hotton, THomas Bunce, and Ropert CRUTTWELL, 
Oakingham, £100 Consols.—Claimed by Tuomas Bunce, the survivor. 

See Saeeeeae 

Heirs at Law and Neyt of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

Bootu, Martua (who died on Oct. 9, 1855), late wife of JamEs Boot, 
Cloth Manufacturer, Armley, Leeds (formerly MarrHa Morton, Widow, 
Hunslet).—Next of kin to come in and prove their claims on or before 
Oct. 30, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

GIBBERSON, GEORGE, or GIBBETSON (who died near Barcelona in 1856). 
Relatives to apply to the Solicitor of the Treasury, Whitehall. 

Luoyp, Lieut.-Col. Rickarp (killed at La Nive Dec. 1813, and buried at 
Bidart, near Biarritz, France).—Relatives to apply to R. G. T., Post- 
office, Vigo-st., Regent-st. 





a> 


fMonev Market. 


CITY, Frmay Evenrne. 


The closing price of Consols for money is 903, so that the 
result of the fluctuations of the week has been that the price 
remains exactly at the final quotation of last Friday. From 
Saturday to Wednesday the favourable tendency noticed in our 
last number continued, and an advance of $ per Cent. was 
realised. But yesterday and to-day depressing influences have 
again operated. The state of the principal foreign money 
markets is not encouraging, and uncertainty on this point, and 
as to the course of events in India, goes far to neutralise the 
effect of the abundant harvest. For the last few days money 
has been very easy on the Stock Exchange, at 3 to 4 per Cent. 
To-day there has been somewhat more demand at 4 per Cent., 
but the supply is adequate. In Lombard-street the price is 
5} to 3 per Cent., and the demand is light. No alteration was 
made by the Bank Directors yesterday in their rate of discount. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
15th August, 1857, which we give below, it appears that the 
amount of notes in circulation is £19,393,025, being a decrease 
of £154,415; and the stock of bullion in both departments is 
£11,259,906, showing a decrease of £23,848 when compared 
with the previous return. 

The amount of specie shipped to India and China by the 
Columbo is £1,095,014. The total of remittances during the 
present year is thus raised to about £12,500,000 against 
£7,500,000 in the corresponding period of 1856. To this 
extent specie instead of goods is already demanded of us in the 
East India trade. Without supposing more than a partial 
interruption in the demand for our exports in consequence of 
present disturbances, it is reasonable to expect an increasing 
drain of bullion. 

The reports of the half-yearly meetings of a large number of 
railway companies are now before the public. The aspect of 
affairs is, in many cases, very unfavourable. Interest and 
curiosity are chiefly attached to the great trunk lines. The 
magnitude of these undertakings, the immense expenditure, and 
the superlative engineering skill devoted to them, all tend to 
excite admiration. The public enjoy the vast advantage and 
convenience afforded by railways, and naturally rejoice at the 
easy means of gratifying the ruling passion for frequent and 
rapid change. All persons employed in working railways, feel 
pride and satisfaction in the vast development of the system. 
Persons who have sold part of their land for railways, and find 
the remaining part increased in value, and those who have 
secured preferential shares also rejoice. But there remains the 
general body of shareholders, those who, having invested their 
capital without any extrinsic advantage, reckon upon the 
periodical dividends as their means of support. ‘These numerous 
persons find no cause for satisfaction. 

The dividend declared on the London and North-western 
Consolidation Stock is at the sale of 5 yer cent. per annum. 
The Eastern Counties dividend is 5s. per £20 share. The 
Great Western, which holds the first place in splendour and 
magnificence, is reduced to a dividend of 1 per cent. per annum. 
The question arising out of Redpath’s frauds, which has so 
much agitated the Great Northern Company, assumed a very 
strange aspect. There was a report of a dictum of Lord St. 
Leonards to the effect that the company might refuse liability 
for those frauds, but it has not appeared in what manner such 








refusal could be made to operate. An arrangement more 
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immediately practical rested on the question whether the 
preferential shareholders were in any degree to suffer loss. It 
seems to have been settled that, although they suffer in a less 
degree than ordinary shareholders, they have not wholly 
escaped. 

These great trunk lines and their branches are far advanced 
towards completion. It is obvious that during the progress of 
such undertakings there is great difficulty in ascertaining 
profit. Competition without being every where extinguished 
will probably become moderate, and it may be hoped that 
railway property, in general, will be made to pay a dividend 
somewhat higher than stock in the Government funds. 


——— 


English sunts. 





















EnGuisH Funps, Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed | Thur.| Fri. 
poo Stock ..... ooo] 62158 2154 215 eee 216 eee 

3 per Cent, Red. g sol gs 91a 2] 912 ¢| 912 | ond 
3 per Cent, Cons. Amn.. oof 912 |918 3 3] 913 91g 3 | 903 1 905 
New 3 per Cent. Ann. ...| 91g | 918 | 91% | 913 2] 919 914 
New 24 per Cent. Ann... ase oe ee pas, we eee 
5 per Cent. Annuities ...) a. eee soe on ooo ove 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, one coo 

BOG) .ccccccccrccescnsovecses 2 7-16) 2 7-16) 2 7-16) 2 7-16 . eve 
a o years (exp. Oct. 10, 

Do 30 years (exp. Jan. 5, 
on 30 years (exp. 

EO eR eT te <s Pre | Ca 1) ee Wed | ass 
India Stock ........... asl sass Mes e 213 | 2112 | 2134 
India Bonds (£1,000) ...|20s. dis./20s.dis.| ... ee =: | 188, dis}... 
Do. (under £1,000) ...... 20s. dis.|17s, dis.|/22s. dis |17s. dis, 


Exch. Bills (£1,000) Mar.| par par par par 4s. dis. 38. “ais, 
——_—_—_——— June} ... ooo wn asa 
Exch. Bills (£500) Mar./4s. pm.| ... Is. pM} aoe 
-———_————— June! ... “e eee eee 
Exch. Bills (Small) fm ls. pm./2s, dis|Is. pm.| 

June) ... ooo ove ove 


Is, pm.|3s. dis. 


2s, ‘pm. 2s. “ais. 





Exch. Bills Advertised...| ... ose ooo eee eee eve 
Exch, Bonds, 1858, 34 
BP CENF, ..ccccccceccecceee ooo eve oe ove ove ose 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 3} 
Per Cent. ....cc.ccerseccceel 98F 98% ro 983 | 983 4| 98% 





Railwan Stack. 

















Railways. Sat. | Mon, | Tues, | Wed. | Thur} Fri. 
Bristol and Exeter ...|_... re ee oa ots eee 
Caledonian ... 78§ % \78} 77 | 764 72) 783 § | 78% 2 | 793 9 
Chester and Holyhead ... see ase 35 ese see 35} 
East Anglian... ... aaa eos 20} 203 at ote 
Eastern Union A stock .| ... oo ose es abe ooo 
East Lancashire ... ove eee ove ove ooo eco 
Edinburgh and Glasgow eee eee coe oe ove ove 
Edin., Perth. & Dundee.| ... 333 3 | 33} ove oes ove 
Glasgow & South Western} ... ay aa eee ave oe 
Great Northern... 96% 963) 97 98 97$| ... eco 974 8 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.). see — ces we ens oan 
Great Western... «..| 525 39) 533 3 | 535 F | 53Z 4 | 539 3 | 533 F 
Lancashire & Yorkshire .| 993 2 loog's 3} (993 99% | 992 992 4 
Lon., Brighton, & S. Coast 1043 4 a 1053 4 1044 5 1044 

8 


London & North Western 1024 o2g 1024 $/102% 2) 1023 |1023 3 
London and S. Western ./95} x 495} x d)95$ x d:94§ x dj 95 x d\943 xd 
Man., Shef., and Lincoln'39$ x d/403 x a\40g x d/40} x dj40} xd 


















































BMidiand ... ov a. 844 843 i 844 843 | 833 4] 83% 
TROBGOIK ccc. 008) ase cov] ove 65 4 643 642 ane ove 
North British... ... coe eve ove 46 46 46} 
North Eastern (Berwick) 954 6 (96 7 53] 963 5$:95% $3] 952 | 953 2 
North London eos ans ose ooo §=— ODE XQ) awe inom 
Oxford, Wore. & W. oly. -| 32% 32§ eee ooo eco 32 
Scottish Cemtral 2s. 200] ose = eee ooo eee ove 
Scot.N.E. Aberdeen Stock ove ove 24 ove 25 ooo 
Shropshire Union... ...] «+. ose ove eee ene ove 
South-Eastern... ...| 723 3 | 73% _ nei ay 72 
South-Wales ... 2.0 seo) aoe eee 905 90 86 5 63) 86 5 
Ensurance Companies, 

Equity and Law 6 

English and Scottish Law 4} 

Law Fire 4} 

Law Life 62 

Law Reversionary Interest 19 

Law Union par 

Legal and Commercial par 

Legal and General Life 63 

London and Provincial 23 

Medical, Legal, and General . .....s..cccccccrssscesserseeee Dar 

Solicitors’ and General par 





Bank of England. 


AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 15TH DAY OF AUGUST, 1857. 





Issur DEPARTMENT. 


£ £ 
Notes issued . + 25,075,765) Government Debt . 11,015,100 





Other Securities . + 8,459,900 
Gold Coin and ae. 10,600,765 
Silver Bullion ooo 
£25,075,765 £25,075,765 
BANKING DEPARTMENT. 
£ 


. 553,000 | Government Securities 
(incl. Dead Weight 
Annuity) - 10,593,654 


Proprietors’ Capital . 
Rest ° + 93,635,247 
Public Deposits (includ- 








ing Exchequer, Sav- Other Securities . « 18,203,498 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . » 5,682,740 
sioners of National Gold and Silver Coin ° 659,141 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts) . 5,530,867 
Other Deposits . 10,686,829 
Seven day & other Bills 733,090 
£35,139,033 £35,139,033 





Dated the 20th day of Aug., 1857, J. R. Exsey, Deputy Cashier, 
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London Gazettes, 


PERPETUAL COMMISSIONERS FOR TAKING ACKNOWLEDG- 
MENTS OF MARRIED WOMEN, 
TuEsDAY, Aug. 18, 1857. 
Gopwin, Henry, Gent., Newbury, Berks; for the county of Berks — 
July 14, 
PLUMMER, STEPHEN, jun., Gent., Canterbury; for the county of Kent.— 
Aug. 17. 





Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 


Ley, Wit11AM MERRIMAN, Gent., Bishop Stortford, Herts; for the coun- 
ties of Herts and Essex.—July 14. 


COMMISSIONER TO ADMINISTER OATHS IN CHANCERY, 
Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 
CHAPMAN, WILLIAM Emerson, jun., Gent., Boston and Donnington, Lin- 


colnshire, 
Bankrupts. 
TurEspAy, Aug. 18, 1857, 


CHAPPIN, WittraM, Straw Hat Manufacturer, Tring, Herts. Aug. 28, 
at 2, and Sept. 24, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Ogi Ass. Whit- 
more. Sol. Pearce, 8 Giltspur-st. Pet. Aug. 14. 

COOPER, Epwarp Smmwons, Leather Seller, 5 Commercial-pl., City-rd. 
Sept. 2, at 1, and Sept. 30, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 
Of. Ass. Graham. Sol. Strong, 44 Jewin-st., Cripplegate. Pet. 
Aug. 17. 

DORRETT, CHartes, late of 7 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn, Dealer in Wines 
and Spirits, now of Rochester, Kent, out of business. Aug. 27, at 12.30, 
and Oct. 2, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. 
Rees, 8 Copthall-ct., City. Pet, Aug. 13. 

HINKLEY, Jony, jun., Corn Dealer, Brentwood, Essex. Aug. 28, at 
1.30, and Oct. 2, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. 
Sols. Marten, Thomas, & Hollams, Mincing-!a. et. Aug. 6. 

MACKAY, Hvueu, & Wixt1AM Bisnton Davies, Shipwrights, Liverpool. 
Sept. 1 and 21, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. Off. Ass. Cazenove. 
Sols. Dodge, Liverpool; or Ewer, Liverpool. Pet. Aug. 7. 

MARSTON, Tuomas BursipGE, Dyer, Leicester. Sept. 8 and 22, at 10.30; 
Shirehall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Og. Ass. Harris. Sols. Davis, 
Leicester; or Knight, Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 15. 

MATTHEWS, Joun, jun., Statuary and Marble Mason, Union-st., Ply- 
mouth, Aug. 31, at 10, and Oct. 5, at 1; Athenzum, Plymouth. 
Com. Bere. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Elworthy, Plymouth. Pet. Aug. 13. 

MELVILLE, HeEcror, Cooper and Ship Joiner, Liverpool. Sept. 8 and 
30, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sol. Black- 
hurst, Liverpool. Pet, Aug. 17. 

MINCH, Joun Frepertck Avaustvs, Commission and General Mer- 
chant, 19 and 28 Mincing-la, Aug. 31, at 1, and Sept. 28, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Of. Ass. Pennell. Sols. Dawson & 
Bryan, 33 Bedford-sq. Pet. Aug. 12 

MOSELEY, Bensamiy, Scythe Manufacturer, Bradway, Derbyshire. 
Sept. 5 and 26, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Com. West. Off. Ass. 
Brewin. Sol. Ryalls, Sheffield. Pet, Aug. 12. 

ROBINSON, Joseru Brapbury, Hosier, Macclesfield, Cheshire. Aug, 31 
and Sept. 28, at 12; Manchester. Og. Ass. Fraser. Sols, Parrott, Col- 
ville, & May, Macclesfield. Pet, Aug. 13. 

SUTTON, Roper, & Witt1am Haywoop, Booksellers, Liverpool. Sept. 
8 and 30, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. Off. Ass. Morgan, Sol. 
Pemberton, 13 Cable-st., Liverpool. Pet, Aug. 17. 

WILLMOTT, Joseru, & Joun Harvey, Sawyers, 55 Essex-st., Kings- 
land-road, and Battersea Saw Mills, Battersea. Aug. 29, at 12, and 
Oct. 2, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Of. Ass. Cannan. Sol. 
Roscoe, 14 King-st., Finsbury-sq. Pet. Aug. 17. 

WILSON, Tuomas, Railway Carriage Maker, West Bromwich, Stafford- 
shire. Aug. 28 and Oct. 9, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Of". Ass. 
Whitmore. Sols. Smith & Burdkin, Sheffield; or Smith, Birmingham. 
Pet, Aug. 4. 

WITHERDEN, Joun, Coal Merchant, late of Dunstable, Beds, now of 
County Prison, Bedford. Aug. 27, at 11, and Oct. 2, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Armstrong, 33 Old Jewry. 
Pet, July 31. 

YOUNG, GrEorGE, Victualler, Crosby’s Head Public-house, Old-st.-rd. 
Aug. 28, at 1, and Oct. 2, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. 
ag Sols. Wright & Bonner, 15 London-st., Fenchurch-st. Pe 

ug. 10, 
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Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 


ANFIELD, Wit11a4m, Millwright, Great Driffield, Yorkshire. Sept. 9 and 
Oct. 7, at 12; Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com, Ayrton. Off. Ass. 
Carrick. Sols. Shaw, Derby; or Preston, Leeds, Pet. Aug. 4. 

ASHMAN, Tuomas NaTHANIEL, Currier, Yeovil, Somersetshire. Sept. 1 
and Oct. 8, at 11; Exeter. Com. Bere. Of. Ass. Hirtzell. Sols. 
Garland & Fear, Sherborne and Yeovil; or Terrell, Exeter. Pet. 


Aug. 12. 

BEAN, Joun, Coal Merchant, 2 New London-st., London, and 1 Albert- 
ter., Albert-rd., Sydenham-pk. Aug. 29, at 11, and Oct. 2, at 2; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Of. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Norton, Son, & 
Elam, New-st., Bishopsgate. Pet. Aug. 18. 

BUSFIELD, Jesse, Cloth Manufacturer, Yeadon, Yorkshire. Sept. 7, at 
11.30, and Oct. 16, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 
Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Rawson, George, & Wade, Leeds; or Bond & 
Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Aug. 14. 

CAWTHORN, ALFRED JOSEPH CHITENDEN, Stock Dealer, Stock Ex- 
change, Throgmorton-st., and 13 Warwick-ter., Willow-walk, Ber- 
mondsey. Sept. 10, at 12, and Oct. 3, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 
Of. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Norton, Son, & Elam, 1 New-st., Bishopsgate. 
Pet. Aug. 14. 

COCKERELL, James Caries, Dealer in Horses, late of Eaton-rw., 
Pimlico, now of Wandsworth-rd. Sept. 3, at 1, and Sept, 30, at 11.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Chidley, 
10 Basinghall-st. Pet. Aug. 20. 

DALE, Tuomas, Dealer in Drainage Pipes, Leek, Staffordshire. Sept. 3 
and Sept. 25, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com.. Balguy. Off. Ass. Whit- 
more. Sols. Challinor, Hanley; or Smith, Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 18. 

DAVIES, Cornetius, & FREDERICK NormMAN, Cement and Lime Mer- 
chants, Crown-wharf, Great Scotland-yd., Westminster. Sept. 4, at 
1,30, and Oct. 1, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Of. Ass. Cannan. 
Sol. Chidley, 10 Basinghall-st. Pet. Aug. 19. 

DOCKREE, Joun, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Shakespeare’s Head, Per- 
cival-st., Goswell-st. Aug. 31, at 2, and Sept. 28, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Goulburn. Off Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Chidley, 10 Basinghall-st. 
Pet. Aug. 18. 

FAIRLAMB, CurisTOPHER, Cheesemonger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Aug. 
28 and Oct. 9, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 
Ellison. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; or 
Harwood, 10 Clement’s-la., Lombard-st. Pet. Aug. 8. 

FOX, GEorGeE, Fret Cutter and Moulding Maker, 18 Wells-mews, Wells- 
st., Oxford-st. Sept. 3, at 12, and Sept. 30, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Neate, 14 Southampton-bldgs., 
Chancery-la. Pet. Aug. 18. 

GARFORTH, AntHony, Pau GarFrortu, & ENocu GARFortH (Anthony 
Garforth & Sons), Manufacturers, Earlsheaton, Yorkshire. Sept. 8, at 
11.30, and Oct. 9, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 
Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Bond & Barwick; or Cariss & Cudworth, Leeds. 
Pet. Aug. 18. 

GATRELL, Jonny, jun., late of Askham Richard, York, Farmer and Corn 
Miller, now a Prisoner for Debt in York Castle. Sept. 1, at 11.30, and 
Oct, 2, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. 
Hope. Sols. Mason, York; or Cariss & Cudworth, Leeds. Pet. Aug. 18. 

GORDON, Axicr, Shipowner, Sunderland, Durham. Aug. 28, at 11, and 
Oct. 6, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Of. 
Ass. Baker. Sol. Brignal, Durham. Pet. Aug. 12. 

HAMMOND, Epwarp Wi1.1AM, Woollen Manufacter, Staincliffe, York- 
shire. Sept. 8, at 12, and Oct. 9, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 
ye ioe Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. 

ug. lo. 

HUNT, Wii11am Epwarp, Licensed Victualler (Cock and Bottle), 82 and 
83 Strand. Sept. 3, at 12, and Sept, 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Bichley, 2 Surrey-st., Strand. 
Pet. Aug. 20, 

JOHNSON, Rosert, Builder. Phoenix-pl., Calthorpe-st., Gray’s-inn-rd., 
and 2 Bell-yd., Gracechurchest. Sept. 3, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque. Qf Ass. Graham. Sols. Young & Plews, Mark-la. Pet. 


ug. 20, 

MURFIN, Samcrt, Innkeeper, Litchurch, Derbyshire. Sept. 8 and 22, 
at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Harris. Sols. 
Gamble, Derby; or Knight, Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 12. 

NEWSOME, Wittiam, & Epwarp WILLIAM Hammonp, Scrbibling Millers, 
Staincliffe, Batley, and Goose Hill, Heckmondwicke, Birstall, Yorkshire. 
Sept. 8, at 12, and Oct. 9, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. 
Ayrton. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Bond & Barwick, or Cariss & Cud- 
worth, Leeds. Pet. Aug. 18. 

PEACE, GrorGe ARKWRIGHT, & CHARLES Rose, Timber Merchants, 2 
South Wharf, Upper Belgrave-pl., Pimlico, and 44 Radnor-st., Chelsea. 
Sept. 4, at 1, and Oct. 1, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. 
Cannan. Sol. Shepheard, 24 Moorgate-st. Pet. Aug. 11. 

POTTER, THomas WELBORN, Corn Merchant, York. Sept. 17 and Oct. 9, 
at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. 
Leeman & Clarke, York; or Blackburn, Leeds. Pet. Aug. 18. 

STANDING, Witt1am, Engineer, late of 9 Whitechapel-rd., but now of 
10 Kingsland-crsct., Kingsland-rd. Sept. 5 and 30, at 12; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Jones, 20 King’s Arms- 
yd., Coleman-st. Pet. Aug. 17. 

THORBURN, Joun, Bookbinder, 3 Pleydell-st., Fleet-st., and 51 Lower 
Stamford-st., Surrey. Aug. 29 and Oct. 2, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Fane. Qf. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Innes, 20 Billiter-st. Pet. Aug. 19. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TuEspDAY, Aug. 18, 1857. 
Brown, WitLIAM Henny, Steel Roller and Merchant, Sheffield. Aug. 8 
Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 


Oran, Wrix1aM, Saddler, Walsall, Staffordshire. Aug. 19. 
Pyecrorr, Tuomas, Carrier, late of Caistor, Lincolnshire, now of Walton, 
Sandal Magna, Yorkshire. Aug. 18. 
een, WiLu1aM, Dyer, Spring Meadow, Saddleworth, Yorkshire. 
ay 25, 
MEETINGS, 
TurEspay, Aug. 18, 1857, 


Baker, Cuanzes, Upholsterer, 18 Brook-st., Grosvenor-sq. Sept. 18, at 
12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans, Din ™ 





Bryan, Rosert Horr, Clock and Watch Maker, Lincoln. Sept. 9, at 
12; Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. First Div. 

Gipson, ALFRED, Ship and Insurance Broker, 9 Gt. St. Helen’s, City. 
Sept. 9, at 2, Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

HorMan, FREDERICK, Merchant, late of 44 Basinghall-st., now of 58 Her- 
bert-st., New North-rd. Sept. 17, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
Last Ex. 

JONES, GEORGE WILLIAM, Milliner, 101 Oxford-st. Sept. 17, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Key, Josern, Ironmonger, Crowle, Lincolnshire. Sept. 9, at 12; Town- 
hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. First Div. 

Norton, Rosert James, Ladies’ Outfitter, 41 and 42 Fleet-st. Sept. 8, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

REEVEs, WILLIAM AvcusTIN, Baker, Wallingford, Berks. Sept. 17, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com.Evans. Div. 

RIcHARDSON, JAMES, JoHN SANDERS Wicks, & Henry Smita, Uphol- 
sterers, Upper Queen’s-bldgs., Brompton. Sept. 9, at 2.30; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. joint est.; and at 2, Final Div. sep. est. of 
J. S. Wicks. 

SranLey, GrorGE Henry, Builder, 24 Cannon-st.-rd., St. George’s-in-the- 
East. Sept. 16, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div, 

Tripp, JAMEs Stevens, Dealer in Mining and other Shares, Lombard-st. 
Chambers, Clement’s-la. Sept. 8, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon- 
blanque. Div. 

Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 

Wayre, WILLIAM, Mantle Warehouseman, 96 Oxford-st. Sept. 1, at 11; 

Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. (By adj. from July 29) Last Ex. 


DIVIDENDS. 
TuEsDAY, Aug. 18, 1457. 


Lace & Appison. Second, ls. 5}d. joint est.; and 2s. 5d. sep. est. of J 
F. Lace. “Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liverpool; any Wednesday after Oct. 
5, 11 to 2 

Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 


Carr, Jonny, WittraM Riptey Carr, & Henry FrEpericK Scort, Iron 
Manufacturer, Wallsend. First, 2s. joint est.; and 9s. 1d sep. est. 
W. R. Carr. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; Saturday, 
Oct. 10, or any subsequent Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Dore, Wittram, & Jonn SKELTON, Timber Merchant, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Div., 20s. sep. est. J. Skelton. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne; Saturday, Oct. 10, or any Subsequent Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Herrine, James Craces, & WitL1aM Herrine, Timber Merchants, Sun- 
derland, Div., 20s. sep. est. J. C. Herring. Baker, Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne; Saturday, Oct. 10, or any subsequent Saturdry, 
10 to 3. 

CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TuESDAY, Aug. 18, 1857. 

Cook, JAMEs, Boarding-house-keeper, late of 78} Queen-st., Cheapside, 
now of Peckham, Surrey. Sept. 9, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Cox, Henry Ivimey, Grocer, High-st., Stratford, West Ham, Essex. 
Sept. 18, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Downes, WILLIAM, Smith, 96 Gt. Dover-st., Newington. Sept. 10, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 

FERNELL, RicHarD, Commission Agent, 22 Aldermanbury. Sept. 18, at 
12,30; Basinghall-st. 

Fiux, W1Li1aM Henry, Grocer, Heston, Middlesex. Sept. 10, at 11.30; 
Basinghall-st. 

HANBURY, JONATHAN, Grocer, Matfield-green, Brenchley, Kent. Sept. 9, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Hitt, Exizasetu, Coachbuilder, Little Moorfields. Sept. 10, at 11.30; 
Basinghall-st. 

KeetLey, RoBeErt, Shipbuilder, Great Grimsby, Lincolnshire. Sept. 16, 
at 12; Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

M‘Navueut, Rosert, Linendraper, Bushey Heath, Herts. Sept. 10, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. 

Parmer, Henry, Linendraper, High-st., Portsmouth. Sept. 21, at 2.30; 
Basinghall-st. 

REnnIsON, FRANK, Merchant, 21 Milk-st., Cheapside; also Schoolmaster, 
8 Matson-ter., Kingsland-rd. Sept. 9, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

— — Hurry, Carrier, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Sept. 8, at 
1}; stol. 

SansBury, Tuomas Stories, Dealer in Hemp, 24 Mark-la. and Seething- 
la.; Sept. 10, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Summers, JAMES, Wholesale Jeweller, 38 Hatton-garden. Sept. 9, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. 

WALTON, GRANVILLE Scott, Factor, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire. 
Sept. 11, at 10; Birmingham. 

Warson, WILLIAM, Licensed Victualler, Birkenhead, Cheshire. Sept. 9, 
at 11; Liverpool. 

Fripay, Aug, 21, 1857. 

Easton, Joun, Builder, 20 Clapham-rd., Surrey. Sept. 11, at 11; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

Hackett, Sampson. Draper, Cradley Heath, Staffordshire, Sept. 11, at 
10; Birmingham. 

Hut, Josep, Cordwainer, Chester. Sept. 14, at 12; Liverpool. 

JonES, THomas, General Shopkeeper, Aberavon and Cwmavyon, Glamor- 
ganshire. Sept. 21, at 11; Bristol. 

Pixcort, WILLIAM EBENEZER, Wholesale Teadealer, Cardiff, Glamorgan- 
shire. Sept. 15, at 11; Bristol. 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuEsDAyY, Aug. 18, 1857. 

Barkry, Joun, Linen and Woollen Draper, Cashel, Clonmel, co. Tipperary, 
Ireland; also at Manchester. Aug. 12, Ist class. 

Duncan, Ricwarp, Wine Merchant, 43 Lime-st. Aug. 11, 3rd class. 

ENTWISTLE, JONATHAN (Prisoner for Debt in Lancaster Castle), Tailor, 
Bury, Lancashire. Aug. 12, 3rd class, 

GILLETT, GEORGE, Cabinetmaker, Preston, Lancashire. Aug. 12, Ist 
class, 

Key, Josepu, Ironmonger, Crowle, Lincolnshire. Aug. 12, 2nd class. 

LawReEnson, THOMAS, Shipsmith, Liverpool. Aug. 12, 2nd class. 

Witiiamson, GEorGE, Woollen Manufacturer, Stair Mill, Crossthwaite 
Cumberland. Aug. 14, 3rd class; subject to suspension until Dec. 14. 
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Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 


BANNISTER, EDWARD, Maltster, Woodsetton, Sedgley, Staffordshire. 
Aug. 14, 3rd class. 

Betrrs, Joun, Grocer, 16 West-st., Bristol. Aug. 18, Ist class 

BRADSHAW, JAMES, & AARON CoLLINson, Cotton Manufacturers, Burnley, 
Lancashire. Aug. 14, 3rd class, to J. Bradshaw. 

Carr, Jonny, Wallsend, Northumberland, Witt1aM Ripiey Carr, Scots- 
wood, Northumberland, & Henry Freperick Scott, Gateshead, Dur- 
ham (John.Carr & Co.), Iron Manufacturers. Aug. 18, 3rd clase; and 
to be suspended until Dec. 18. 

CLEMENS, RicHARD Natt_x, Tailor, Liskeard, Cornwall. Aug. 13, 3rd 
class; to be suspended for three months. 

ELLs, GEORGE, Miller, South Brent, Devonshire. Aug. 13, 3rd class; to 
be suspended for six months. 

Honttey, Tuomas, Grocer, Sunderland, Durham. Aug. 13, 3rd class; 
and to be suspended until Feb. 13, 1858. 

LaIvLer, THoMAs (John Carr & Co.), Coke Burner, Jarrow, Durham. 
Aug. 18, 3rd class; and to be suspended until Dec. 18. 

ReeEpD, JOHN Burgoyne, Shipbroker, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Aug. 18, 
2nd class. 

Riwer, Puivip, Cigar Merchant, formerly of Clarence-pl., Dalston, now 
of Windmill:st , Gravesend. Aug. 13, 3rd class; having been sus- 
pended for six months from Feb. 10, 


Professional Partuerships Dissolved. 
Tuesday, Aug. 18, 1857. 


Epteston, Ricuarp Cuamrers, & Ropert CuamMBers EpLEsTON, Attor- 
neys and Solicitors, Nantwich, Cheshire; by mutual consent. The 
said business will be carried on by Richard C. Edleston, in Hospital-st., 
Nantwich ; and by Robert C. Edleston, at the offices of the late firm, in 
Barker-st. Aug. 10. 

Payne, E. Turner, & J. Kitverr Bartrum; by effluxion of time. 
Aug. 17. 


Assiquments for Benelit of Crevitars. 
TuEspay, Aug. 18, 1857. 

DvFFIELD, Joun, Grocer, Deansgate, Manchester. Aug. 5. Trustees, G. 
H. Fryer, Tea Merchant, Manchester; J. Moss, Provision Merchant, 
Manchester. Indenture lies at offices of Caster & Co., Public Account- 
ants, 14 St. Ann’s-sq., Manchester. 

Harvey, Witttam, Baker, High-st., Fulham. Aug. 4. Trustees, W. 
Runder, Gent., Albany-rd., Camberwell; J. Pitman, Builder, Fulham. 
Sols. Walters & Son, 36 Basinghall-st. 


Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 


BAINBRIDGE, Rosert, Builder, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Aug. 7. Trustees, 
W. B. Wilkinson, Plasterer, of same place; W. H. Welford, Iron- 
monger, of same place. Sol. Burnup, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Barrs, Roserm, Wheelwright, Bentley, Warwickshire. Ang. 15. Trus- 
tees, Ik. Heathcote, Maltster, Baxterley, Warwickshire; J. Eadie, 
Brewer, Burton-upon-Trent. Sols. Radtord & Sons, Atherstone. Cre- 
ditors to execute within three calendar months from Aug. 15. 

BusweELt, Cuar_es, Ironmonger, Lutterworth, Leicestershire. July 27. 
Trustees, H. Buswell, Plumber, Lutterworth; T. J. Sale, Tea Dealers, 
Nottingham. Sol. Mash, Lutterworth. 

CastLE, Tuomas, Innkeeper, Talbot Hotel, Normanton, Yorkshire. 
July 27. Zrustees, J. Johnson, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Wath-upon- 
Dearne, Yorkshire. Sol. Fernandes, Barston-sq., Wakefield. 

CurEsMan, Rospert, Draper, West Butterwick, Lincolnshire. Aug. 7. 
Trustees, J. Spinks, Grocer, R. Collitt, Chemist and Druggist, both of 
Gainsborough. Sol. Oldman, Gainsborough. 

Ciapson, JoHn, Yeoman, Willingdon, Sussex. Aug. 10. Trustees, T. 
Morris, Yeoman, Ranscomb; D. White, Shopkeeper, Hailsham. Sol. 
Sinnock, Hailsham. 

Cotiincs, Henry, Linendraper, Rose-ter., Brompton, Middlesex. Aug. 
4. Trustees, T. Puzey, Warehouseman, Bread-street; G. Snelling, 
om Cheapside. Sols. Reed, Langford, & Marsden, 59 Fri- 

ay-st. 

Davies, WILLIAM, Painter, Birkenhead, Cheshire. Aug. 14. Trustee, L. 
Smith, Paper-hanging Manufacturer, M Indenture lies at 
offices of Caster & Co., Accountant, 14 St. Ann’s-sq., Manchester. 

Doveras, GEorGE, Stationer, Liverpool. July 22. Trustees, D. Marples, 
Stationer and Printer, Hope-pl, Liverpool; J. H. Humphris, Agent, 
Crown-st., Liverpool. Sol. Teebay, 22 North John-st., Liverpool. 

Fisu, Ricuarp, Draper, Wellingborough, Northamptonshire. Aug. 3. 
Trustees, J. Robinson, Farmer, Kettering; R. Slater, Warehouseman, 
Fore-st., London; G. Bayes, Farmer, Finedon, Northamptonshire. Sol. 
Garrard, Kettering. 

HeEmvs, Tuomas, RoBerT WILLIAMS, & Robert CLayton, Shopkeepers, 
Stalybridge, Cheshire. Aug. 3. Trustee, J. J. Cartw right, Corn-dealer, 
Wakefield. Sols. Lee & Shaw, Stamford-st., Stalybridge. 

How11ts, Tuomas, Draper, Hereford. Aug. 2. Trustees, J. T. Stuttard, 
Warehouseman, Wood-st., London; R. Edwards, Farmer, Upper Lyde, 
Herefordshire. Sols, Mason & Sturt, 7 Gresham-st., London. 

Jones, WALTER, Seedsman, Crickhowell, Brecknockshire. 
Trustees, R. C. Ward, & James Garraway, Nurserymen, Bristol. 
J. & H. Livett, Albion- chambers, Bristol. 

Mooruovss, ISAAC, Woollendraper, Pontefract, Yorkshire. Aug. 17. 
Trustees, T. Crowther, Woollen Merchant, Hey, Wooldale, Kirkburton, 
Yorkshire; 0. Bairstow, Woollen Merchant, Huddersfield. "Sol. Arundel, 
Ropergate, Pontefract, and 1 Albion-st., Leeds. 

Muir, JAMEs MILLs, Draper, Rassbottom-st., Stalybridge, Lancashire, 
and of Ridghill, Innkeeper Aug.11. Trustees, J. Muir, out of busi- 
ness, Ridghill; J. Norton, Overlooker, Stalybridge. Sols. Lees & Shaw, 
Stamford-st., Stalybridge. 

Ricn, CHARLES Riwer, Printer, Reigate, Surrey. 
T. Parr, Printer; J. Stevenson, Printer, Reigate. 
man-st. 

SexnJsEAnT, Rosent Hit1, Weston-super-Mare, Somersetshire. July 21. 
Trustee, E. W. Martin, Chemist, Guildtord, Surrey. Sol. Lovett, Guild- 
ford. 

Stevens, James, Builder, East Peckham, Kent. Aug. 
Truswes, K. Tassell, Timber Merchant, Maidstone, Kent; 
Ironmonger, Maidstone. Sol. Stenning, ‘Tonbridge. 





Aug. 5. 
Sols. 


July 25. Trustee, S. 
Sol. Hyett, 47 Black- 


3rd and 4th. 
W. Haynes, 





Turner, Joun, & Ropert GeorGE Snarpiy, Carpenters and Builders, 
Cumberland-house, Moscow-rd., Bayswater. Aug, 10. Trustees, C. 
Richardson, Cement Merchant, South Wharf, Paddington-basin, Pad. 
dington ; JF. Smith, Brick Maker, Acton-rd., Acton. Sol. Clarke, 29 
Bedford-row, Holborn. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
TUESDAY, Aug. 18, 1857. 


BLACKER, THomaAs SmitH (who died in April, 1857), Stationer, Halkin-st, 
West, Belgrave-sq. Creditors to come in and prove their debts or 
claims on or before Nov. 7, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

BiLAMirE, Ropert (who died in Jan. 1857), Cumbwick, Dalston, Cumber- 
land. Creditors and incumbrancers to come in and prove their claims 
on or before Nov. 14, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Bootn, Martua (who died on Oct. 9, 1855), Widow, late the wife of 
James Booth, Cloth Manufacturer, Armley, Leeds (formerly Martha 
Morton, Hunslet). Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or 
before Oct. 30, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

CHADWICK, WILLIAM (who died in Dec. 1852), Builder and Contractor, 
Grove-park, Camberwell. Creditors to come in and prove their debts 
on or before Nov. 7, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

DEVONSHIRE, JOHN KEMPE (who died in Dec. 1856), Gent., East Moulsey, 
Surrey. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before Nov, 
16, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Gear, Saran (who died in May, 1857), Spinster, Bridgewater-st., 
Somer’s-town. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before 
Nov. 7, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

HA.t, Joun (who died on June 8, 1851), Farmer, Cottam, Notts. Credi- 
tors to come in and prove their debts on or before Oct. 31, at V. C. 
Wood's Chambers. 

Wuirr, Wi.u1amM, Joun Wuirr, & Joun Epwarps, deceased, late of the 
Island of Jamaica. Creditors, or the representatives of such creditors 
who claim to be interested under a certain indenture of release, dated 
Mar. 11, 1779, to come in and prove their claims on or before Nov. 1, 
at V. C. Wood’s Chambers. 

Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857, 

HATsett, Susannan (who died in Feb. 1857), Widow, 5 Wellington-pl., 
Turnham-green. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or 
before Oct. 30, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Trerrry, JosePpH THoMAs (who died in Jan. 1850), Esq., Place Fowey, 
Cornwall. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before 
Nov. 5, at V. C. Stuart's Chambers. 

WALKER, Peter (who died in Noy. 1842), Smallware Manufacturer, 
Radcliffe, Lancashire. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on 
or before Sept. 18, at office of Registrar of the Liverpool District, 4 
Norfolk-st., Manchester. 

Winn, THomas Hanpy (who died in Aug. 1850), Merchant, Liverpool. 
Creditors to come in prove their debts or claims on or before Sept. 21, 
at office of District Registrar, 1 North John-st., Liverpool. 


Wiinding-up of Hoint Stack Companies. 
TurEspay, Aug. 18, 1857. 


Evectric TELEGRAPH CoMPANY OF IRELAND.—The Master of the Rolls 
purposes, on Aug. 26, at 12, at his Chambers, to make a further call of 
£1 per share on all the contributories in the settled list, and who have 
not been compromised with; such call to be payable by two instal- 
ments of 10s. each, on Oct. 7 and Jan. 7. 

LANCASHIRE DEBT GUARANTEE Company.—V. C. Stuart peremptorily 
orders a call of £5 per share to be made on all the contributories; and 
that each contributory, on or before Aug. 26, pay to W. Turquand, 
Official Manager, 13 Old Jewry-chambers, the balance (if any) which | 
will be due from him after debiting his account in the Company's books. 7 
with such call. 

Norru Tamar Minne Company.—V. C. Kindersley peremptorily orders 
a call of 10s. 6d. per share to be made on all the contributories; and 
that each contributory, on Aug. 31, at 11, at the offices of the Official 
Manager, 20 Cockspur-st., Charing-cross, pay the balance due from him 
after debiting his account in the Company's books with such call. 


Fripay, Aug. 21, 1857. 


ANGLO-CALIFORNIAN GOLD Mintnc Company.—The liquidators charged 
with the winding up of this Company have made a call of 3s. per share, 
to be paid, on Aug. 31, to their account, at the London and Westmin- 
ster Bank, Lothbury; or to Mr. Goodman, at the offices of the Com- 
pany, Gresham House, Old Broad-st. 


Scotch Hequestrations. 
TuEsDAY, Aug. 18, 1857. 


HERNULEWICZ, EpwarD, & JAMES ANDREW Ramsay Mary, Iron and Wire 
Fence Manufacturers, Glasgow. Aug. 25, at 2, Glasgow Stock Exchange, 
National Bank-bldgs., Glasgow. Seg. Aug. 11. 

Kipp, Joun, Mathematical Instrument Maker, Dundee. 
British Hotel, Dundee. Seg. Aug. 5. 

Lams, Jouy, Miller, West-st., Glasgow. Aug. 28, at 2, Glasgow Stock 
Exchange, National Bank- pldgs., Glasgow . Seg. "Aug. AS. 

Smitru, HuGH (Hugh Smith & Co.), Turkey-Red Dyer and Commission 
Merchant, Greenbank, Pollockshaws, Renfrewshire, and West Nile-st., 
Glasgow, Lanarkshire. Aug. 24, at 12, Faculty Hall, St. George’s-pl, 
Glasgow. Seq. Aug. 11. 

Tuompson, WILLIAM, Farmer, Drumbuoy, oer Lanarkshire. Aug. 
21, at 12, Commercial Inn, Hamilton. Seg. Aug. 1 


Aug. 21, at 12, 


Frinpay, Aug. 21, 1857. 


M'Leop, Davip (D. M‘Leod & Co.), Shipbuilder, Pollockshields, Glasgow, 
and Craufurd-st., Glebe, Greenock. “se 31, at 12; White Hart Ina, 
50 Catheart-st., Greenock. Seg. Aug. 1 

MITCHELL, JAMES, Merchant, Perth. 5 tog 31, at 10; Procurator's-library, 
County-bldgs., Perth. Seq. Aug. 18, 

Pearson, WILLIAM. Spirit Merchant, Anderston, Glasgow, residing at 
133 Wateérloo-st., Glasgow. Aug. 23 at 12; Faculty Hall, St. George’s- 
pl., Glasgow. Seq. Aug. 15, 
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